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- Notes for thejLEnsuing Week. 


> April : Quarter Sessions this week. 
» _8.—Commission a —Cardiff; Warwick Assizes. 
Pe 1 ” —Gloucestor Assizes. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


REFERRED last week to the likelihood of the early 
eof an order of transfer of causes from the list of 
‘ hancellor Malins to that of Vice-Chancellor Bacon. 

n that the order will in all probability be issued 
eek, but we understand that it will contain fewer 

‘than were anticipated, the number transferred 
ably not exceeding eleven. 





HERE HAS BEEN some discussion on the possibility, in 
jof war with Russia, of the revival of the practice of 
g letters of marque. The public have been 
d that, ‘in a war between England and 
fia, the latter Power will issue letters of marque to 
ican adventurers, and a swarm of Alabamas may 
rrupt our commerce ;’’ but, in reply to this sugges- 
7m) correspondent of the Times writes to state 
“the old practice of issuing letters of marque to 
m mbjects of neutral States, by which they were 
- rized to carry on a sort of legalized piracy against 
ssels and property of a nation with which 
fwere not at war, had been abandoned and 
usly repressed long before the Declaration of 
In fact, no such letters of marque have been 
or accepted by neutrals in the present century.” 
may be true in the sense of the formal issue of 
letters to subjects of neutral nations ; but it is not 
bas to the general issue of letters of marque. 
/on the 17th of April, 1861, the President 
}; Confederate States issued a - proclamation 
g letters of marque to all persons applying 
m; and it appears that even Prussia, one of the 
es of the Declaration of Paris, which recites 
“ privateering is.and remains abolished,” in the 
Be of the Franco-German War found herself, says 
R. Phillimore, so pressed with the superiority of the 
th navy that she issued a decree for the purpose 
ting a voluntary marine, which, according to that 
éd writer, it is very difficult to distinguish from the 
tem of privateering. With these examples before 
fe-cannot agree that “there is not the slightest pro- 
” that yoreers will be revived. 


oo, 





ret it our duty last ‘week to protest against the 
of the decision of Mr. Justice Fry in Burgoine 

, Tefusing to ‘restore ‘to the list an action in 
Owing’ tothe ignorance of the ‘solicitor‘and his 
ik of the ‘transfer of the action, the defendant ‘had 
p d at the hearing, and judgment was given 

he plaintiff. We are glad to say’ that Mr. Justice 
bision was on Tuesday’ reversed by the Court of 
As soon as the facts had been stated the court 

i the plaintiff's counsel to support the order, 





and he, in doing ‘so, relied upon those cases in which the 
Court of Appeal have refused to extend the time for ap- 
pealing where a mistake has been made in the construc- 
tion of rule 15 of order 58, such as The International 
Financial Society v. The Cit of Moscow Gas Company 
(26 W. R, 272, L. R. 7 Ch. 248, ante, p. 131), and 
In re Mansel, Rhodes v. Jenkins (26 W. R. 361, ante, 

p. 350). He also urged that the defendant ought him- 

self to have deposed (his solicitor had done so) that he 
had a good defence on the merits, inasmuch as the ques- 
tion was. purely one of facet, and, therefore, one with 
which he must necessarily be much-better acquainted 
than his solicitor; and further, that the defendant would 
have his remedy by an action for negligence against his 
solicitor. The Master of the Rolls said that would be 
very hard upon the solicitor, and added that no affidavit 
of merits ought to be required upon such an application. 
And he’said that there is this distinction between an 
application to enlarge the time for appealing, and an 
application to'set aside a judgment obtained in default 
of appearance at the trial, that in the former case rule 15 
of order 58 says, that the extension of time may be 
granted by special leave of the Court of Appeal, which 
implies that special grounds must be shown for granting 
the leave, whereas there is no such restriction upon the 
power given by rule 20 of order 36. He said it 
was quite impossible for solicitors, any more than other 
men, to conduct their business without occasional slips, 
and if, by reason of a slip made by a clerk, judgment 
had been given against a party in default of appearance, 
it was usual to restore the action, as a matter of course, 
on the terms of paying all the costs which had been 
thrown away, if the application was made within the 
six days. According to his lordship’s own experience, 
respectable solicitors did not in such a case require the 
expense of affidavits to be incurred, knowing that the 
solicitor of the other side would have to pay the costs of 

them out of his own pocket, but assented ‘at once to the 
restoration of the action. Under the circumstances 
of the case, the order asked for was almost a matter of 
course, upon the terms of the applicant paying the costs 
of the day, which must be understood tomean all the 
costs incurred which would be thrown away in conse- 
quence of the slip. 





A proposat for an important amendment of the law 
was rather suddenly made last week, when a clause was 
inserted in the Matrimonial Causes Bill in the House of 
Lords providing that, if a husband shall be convicted 
summarily or otherwise of an aggravated assault, within 
the meaning of 24 & 25 Vict. c. 100, s. 43, upon his 
wife, the court or magistrate before whom he shall be 
so convicted may, if-satisfied thatthe future safety of 
the wife is in peril, order that the wife shall be no 
longer bound to cohabit with her husband; and such 
order shall have the force and effect in all respects of a 
decree of judicial separation on the ground of cruelty. 
A good deal has been said, and will be said, against this 
proposal, but it should be remembered that the only 
éffect of a judicial separation is to give the parties a 
right to be separated until they agree to come together 
again. And it is clear that nothing short of this will 
effectually protect wives who are the victims of 
aggravated assaults. Moreover, to give them this 
protection will really confer no additional right on wives, 
for an aggravated assault is already sufficient ground 
for a judicial separation in the Divorce Court. All that 
is sought is to give wives who cannot afford to 
sue in the Divorce Court a remedy within their means. 
An appeal is proposed to be given to the High Court; we 
think it would be more convenient to make it.to the 
Divorce Court. The main stress of the opposition will 
probably be directed to the tribunal to which itis pro- 
posed to intrust the power of pronouncing: decrees for 
judicial separation. There are, no doubt, objections'to 
the exercise of this jurisdiction by a 
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be influenced by local gossip or favouritism ; and it is 
worthy of consideration whether county court judges 
would not be a preferable authority. On the other 
hand, it is to be remembered that, by conferring the 
power on magistrates, the wife will be saved the cost and 
trouble of two applications, for she can obtain the 
separation order at the time of the conviction of the 
husband; that the magistrates are always accessible, 
and that their local knowledge would not always be a 
disadvantage. On the whole, we incline to think that 
the magistrates may be safely trusted with the power. 





THERE 1s A POPULAR NoTIoN that a wife is taken for 
better or for worse—that is on her personal merits; 
but it should be known that this is a reckless 
and inconsiderate proceeding, to which the law can 
lend no countenance. Vice-Chancellor Malins has 
this week, in a case of Heneage v. Heneage, afforded 
a valuable exposition of the course which should be 
taken by prudent persons who contemplate entering into 
matrimonial contracts. They should bear in mind that 
the rule termed by the Vice-Chancellor caveat maritus 
applies to their case, just as caveat emptor applies to the 
ease of the purchaser of an estate. ‘‘ The principle,” 
the Vice-Chancellor said, ‘‘ upon which the court acted 
im reference to persons who were purchasers of estates 
was that facts ascertained subsequently to the purchase 
could not vitiate the contract; that was on the principle 
of caveat emptor. The same rule should apply to a per- 
son who had married without ascertaining facts which 
might easily have been discovered. This principle 
might be called caveat maritus. If the defendant had 
been so short-sighted as to trust implicitly to the 
plaintiffs statement [as to her means] with- 
out inquiry, he had only himself to blame.” 
Hence it will be seen that, just as the purchaser makes 
requisitions, and prosecutes inquiries, and demands 
evidence of all material facts and statements, so the in- 
tending husband should inquire and search until he has 
found out “every particular in relation to his 
fature wife.” This seems to open up a new branch 
of business to the equity bar. A prudent father 
who has a family of daughters will do well, before 
any proposals are made, to have the circumstances of 
his daughter's prospects in regard to property laid 
before counsel, in order that proper particulars and 
conditions of—marriage may be framed. The latter 
should, of course, preclude inquiry on any doubtful 
point, and it might be desirable to provide that all 
statements made by the young lady, if twenty years old, 
should be conclusive evidence of all facts or matters 
state], implied, or assumed therein. 





Loxp Corznincz, on Tuesday last, again referred to 
the decision of the House of Lords in the famous 
“pinched thumb” case; repeating in substance the 
zemarks he made shortly after that decision was pro- 
mounced. The judgment, he said, was based on grounds 
“too exquisite for an unenlightened understanding,” 
and then he went on to tell the jury that, since 
Mdropolitan Railway Company v. Jackson was decided, 
he had been in considerable doubt as to what was his 
duty in regard to actions of negligence. We are sorry 
for the learned Chief Justice’s perplexity, but we cannot 
help remarking that the decision of the final Court of 


Appeal deserves more respectful treatment than to be 
sncered at before a special jury. 
= a 





The Central Law Journal says that a member of the Mis- 
wvori Legislature gravely proposed last session that the 
judges of the Supreme Court should solemnly certify in each 
ease decided by them that they had “ th tfally read” 
ali the Pesdions and “ carefully studied” all the authorities 
submitted by counsel. 





RIGHT TO REMOVE FIXTURES AFTE. 
DISCLAIMER OF LEASE, : 


The case of Hx parte Stephens (L. R. 7 Ch. Div, 127) 
raised a familiar question in a new shape. The trustee 
in a liquidation by arrangement more than a year after 
the commencement of the liquidation disclaimed a leagg 
under Section 23 of the Bankruptcy Act; and, on the 
day after his disclaimer, being still in possession, he 
severed and removed the tenant’s fixtures. The Court of 
Appeal held that the fixtures belonged to the landlord, 
Section 23 says that the trustee may disclaim, “ not. 
withstanding he has endeavoured to sell or has taken 
possession”’ of the. property, “or exercised any act of 
ownership in relation thereto”; “and upon the execution 
of such disclaimer, the property disclaimed shall, 
. . . if the same is a lease, be deemed to have been 
surrendered ’’ on the date of the order of adjudication, 
The modern rule, as accepted by Lord Justice James, is 
that a lessee may take the fixtures during the term or 
during such time after its expiration as he holds the 
premises under a right to consider himself tenant. 

The Court of Appeal appear to have considered that 
by virtue of the retrospective operation of the disclaimer 
the trustee’s intervening possession became a possession 
not under the lease, nor under any tenancy engrafted 
upon the lease, but a species of possession authorized by 
the statute for a limited purpose, which but for the 
statute and ultra that purpose was the possession of a 
trespasser. ‘He had the legal right,” says Lord Justice 
James, “ to remain in possession of the premises for the 
purpose of exercising his judgment, whether he would or 
would not disclaim the lease. He was in possession for 
that purpose, and that purpose only; that is the sole 
extent to which the statute gave him any right to retain 
possession.” The principle of the decision perhaps goes 
so far as this, that_except to the extent to which the 
Act empowers the trustee to remove fixtures, such 8 
proceeding, even before disclaimer, will by the disclaimer 
be rendered unlawful. The statute may or may not be 
held to give such a power, either directly, or as incidental 
to the other powers expressly given. Whether it does 
or does not give a power to remove the fixtures before 
disclaimer, was not, we conceive, decided. 

The question seems to have presented itself to the 
mind of the Lord Justice whether for this purpose the 
trustee might not be supposed to be in the position of the 
lessee holding over after surrender. He says, “It is 
singular that none of the reported cases relate to a0 
actual surrender, but I doubt whether the tenant could” 
(i.e., after an actual surrender) “in any way whatever 
interfere with or limit the right of the landlord. It is 
not, however, necessary to determine this,” And agai, 
with reference apparently to another description which 
has sometimes been applied to the time allowed an out 
going tenant for removing fixtures, he observes:—“4 
removal of the fixtures months afterwards cannot be 
said to be a removal during the term or within a reas 
able time after its expiration.” 

The view of the trustee’s rights now opened up is 20 
doubt somewhat novel, but we fail to see how it could be 
avoided. The Bankruptcy Act imposes upon the 
a tenant of a peculiar kind, who is to be at liberty at his 
own option to disclaim, or to hold for the bankrupts 
term. If he disclaim, it is hard to perceive how he c® 
ascribe his previous possession to any tenancy known 
the common law. The lease is to be deemed to have 
been surrendered before the trustee came into 
The landlord, nevertheless, had not, during that posse 
sion, the rights which he has in the case of a tenancy # 
will or @ tenancy at sufferance. Therefore the trust? 
cannot be regarded as lessee holding over after the detet 
mination of the tenancy. It remains, therefore, that the 
trustee was in possession under the statute alone, 
can set up no rights of tenancy but what the 
gives him, 





This brings us toa possible distinction between he 
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jon before the disclaimer and after it. 
The Act, it might be said, during the former period at 
‘east gives him a lawful possession ; he has a right, for 
the time being, to consider himself not a trespasser. 
‘Therefore, he may be within the description of a man 
‘gho has a right to consider himself as tenant of some 
gort. But the Act gives him no right to be in possession 


gt all after he has disclaimed; taking his subsequent 


possession at the best, as equivalent to the possession of 
the lessee after surrendering, he is liable to be treated 


9g a disseisor at the option of the landlord. 


We apprehend, however, that the suggested distinc- 


tion is not sound, for this reason, that the Act says ex- 


tly that the disclaimer is equivalent to a surrender 
con the beginning of the possession; whilst it nowhere 
ly frees the trustee in possession from the disability 
qnsequent upon surrender, by empowering him to re- 
move the fixtures notwithstanding. Therefore the dis. 
ability which is the legal consequence of a surrender 
gust be taken to exist. 

That a surrender entails this disability appears clear. 
After surrender the tenant holding over is, at the elec- 
fio of the landlord, a disseisor (see Co. Lit., note 
$83, by Hargr., ‘‘ tenant for years surrenders and still 
tontinues possession ; he is tenant at sufferance or dis- 
eisor at election”; and Blunden v. Baugh, Cro. Car. 
904), As disseisor he becomes after re-entry by the 
fandlord a trespasser for the whole period of the dis- 
The authorities on this point are referred to in 
Barnett v. Lord Guildford (11 Exch. 19.) If the land- 


' ford, therefore, elects to make the holding over a dis- 
| seisin, the possession is not such as entitles the possessor 
- toconsider himself tenant. 
_ ‘frelation as applied in the action of trespass for mesne 

' ‘Profits renders the distinction for this purpose between 
 mordinary tenant at sufferance and a disseisor an ex- 


It is true that the doctrine 


tremely fine one. But, though it is probably law that 


_ aay tenancy at sufferance can be determined by re- 


mtry without notice, yet it is only by the machinery of 
qectment that the tenant can be made a trespasser ab 
initio, as in an action for mesne profits. It is stated, 
indeed, in a note to Butcher v. Butcher (1 Man. & Ry. 221), 
that that action could be brought without ejectment; but 
we are not aware of any authority for this. There is, 
therefore, a colour of reason in considering that a tenant 
ésufferance in possession is in possession with a right 
fo regard himself as tenant, although possession after 
turrender gives no such right; the right in the former 
‘tase is liable to be defeated, indeed, but not without the 
‘tid of special legal machinery. In Leader v. Homewood 
50. B. N. S. 54€), in which the rule (taken from 
etton v. Woodcock, 7M. & W. 14) is recognized, that 
‘the right to remove subsists during the period of posses- 
tin beyond the term while the occupant holds under a 
it still to consider himself as tenant, Williams, J., in 
course of the argument, says that the period so de- 
teribed is not inconsistent with a tenancy at sufferance. 
th the judgment in that case it is apparent that the 
— felt it to be impossible to say that this was not so; 
but mistrusted the laxity of a rule which should embrace 
alltenants at sufferance. The difficulty attending the rule 
ih this form is observed upon in other cases, as by 
Monahan, 0.J., in Deeble v. McMullen (8 Irish C. L. R. 
$64), In the recent caso of Pugh v. Arton, (17 W. R. 
84, L. R. 8 Eq. 626), Vice-Chancellor Malins uses lan- 
‘BMage which appears to imply a far stricter rule. The 
tase before him was, however, one where the landlord 
re-entered, resembling in that respect Weeton v. 
Woodcock, and the possession was unquestionably that of 


| Amere trespasser. 
| . There is an old case of Penton v. Robart (2 East. 88), 


before the settlement of the rule in its present 
which is out of keeping with all the other authori- 
‘Mes, There judgment had been recovered in ejectment ; 
Bae tenant was held entitled to remove the fixtures. 


i 


‘No doubt he was then liable to an action of trespass by 


‘Me landlord, But the things in question wore trade 





fixtures, and the man had never gone out of possession ; 
so that by itself, and on broad grounds of reason apart 
from technicality, the decision was a fair one. It tends 
to raise a doubt whether the modern rule may not be, 
not only on occasions too favourable, but also in some 
cases unduly harsh to the tenant. If this be so, and if 
besides this, as was said in Leader v. Homewood, its 
exact meaning is not very easy to understand, it is, 
perhaps, not too late for the rule itself to be re-con- 
sidered by the courts. 





RATIFICATION BY COMPANY OF CONTRACT 
MADE BEFORE ITS INCORPORATION. 


(Spiller v. Paris Skating Rink Company, L. R. 7 
Ch. D. 368.) 


This is rather a singular case, and it seems to us one 
not free from difficulty. It was a demurrer to a state- 
ment of claim which, as set out in the authorized re- 
port, made a case of the following kind :—That the 
plaintiff having, before the incorporation of the defend- 
ant company, made an agreement with a third party, 
the company subsequently, “ by virtue of certain arrange- 
ments to which the plaintiff was a party,” acquired all 
the rights, and became subject to all the obligations of 
the contracting third party, as if the company were 
parties to the agreement; that they had power “to 
enter into and undertake such contracts, arrangements, 
and obligations as aforesaid”; and that they had 
derived profits under the agreement. The claim was 
for a declaration that the company had adopted and 
were bound by the agreement, and an account of what was 
due to the plaintiff under it. The “ arrangements” 
referred to were not stated in detail. Vice-Chancellor 
Malins overruled the demurrer, holding that the 
plaintiff sufficiently pleaded the adoption of the contract 
by the company ; and that as a matter of law a com- 
pany could adopt and ratify a contract made before its 
incorporation. 

Strictly speaking, it seems far from clear that a com- 
pany can bind itself in such a case except by a new and 
substituted contract. The case referred to of Touche v. 
Metropolitan Railway Warehousing Company (L. R. 
6 Ch. 671) did not, we think, go beyond this, that 
the plaintiff there sufficiently alleged and established 
an interest maintainable in equity in an agreement to 
which he was nota party. Lord Hatherley distinctly 
put his decision upon the principle of a trust. He said 
that the case came within the authority that where a 
sum was payable by A. B. for the benefit of C. D., C. D. 
could claim under the contract as if it had been made 
with himself, And he referred, as an authority, to the 
case of Gregory v. Williams (3 Mer. 582). That 
was a suit by Gregory and Parker to enforce an agree- 
ment by the defendant with Parker to pay a debt owing 
by Parker to Gregory. Sir William Grant said that it 
would be questionable whether Gregory could have 
maintained an action at law; that it seemed to be like 
the case where a person promised the wife of an intestate 
that if she would let his name be used in the administra- 
tion he would make up the deficiency of assets to pay 
the intestate’s debt. ‘“‘ Lord Hardwicke said that that 
was an engagement which could be made good only in a 
court of equity; for that it was not made to the credi- 
tors; that they could claim, therefore, only through the 
wife; but that they were entitled to the performance of 
& promise made to her, because it was to be 
as made to her in trust for them.” It is true that Lord 
Hatherley says at the beginning of his judgment, “No 
doubt any agreement entered into before the company 
was formed would not be binding on the company unless 
the company chose in some way to adopt or ratify it.” 
It may be questioned whether those words by themselves 
amount to a plain assertion that there can be ratification 
except, strictly and technically speaking, by the inter- 
position of a fresh contract. 
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We do not contend, however, that the Vice-Chancel- 
lor’s view of the law as administered by courts of equity 
was incorrect. Assuming that it was right, the decision 
on the point of pleading is interesting. The plaintiff 
might have put his case upon his own agreement, as 
adopted by the company; or upon a substituted agree- 
ment between himself and the company; or upon an 
equity in himself to enforce the agreement between the 
company and the third party. He might also (under 
ord. 19, r. 27), have alleged any contract as a fact, 
though arising out of various circumstances, without 
detailing the circumstances. The statement of claim, 
perhaps, sufficiently raised the case of a substituted 
agreement. The Vice-Chancellor held that there was @ 
sufficient statement of the adoption of the original 
agreement by the company, and that without setting 
out the arrangements alleged to constitute that adoption. 
This ‘holding was, like previous authorities (Davy v. 
Garrett, ante, p. 224; Herring v. Bischoffsheim, Ww. N. 
1876, p. 77), very much in favour of brevity of pleading. 
The practice formerly in vogue where there was a difficulty 
in determining the precise equity to be relied upon, and 
in cases of circumstantial fraud and the like, was to set 
out the facts fully; and that method had many points 
of convenience. It would seem from the decisions 


in Davy v. Garrett, and Spiller v. Paris Skating 
Rink Company, that it is now no less important for the 
pleader to be concise than to be explicit. 








General Correspondence. 


“ DEFAULTING LAWYERS.” 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—Mr. Mnunton and I have one and the same 
object in view, therefore I will ask him to re-consider 
his proposed resolution with reference to the following 
remarks :—(1) A self-constituted “vigilance committee” 
is abnormal in its nature, and very liable to be fitful 
and uneven in its action; what we need is a recognized 
authority acting regularly and dispassionately—a public 
prosecutor, in fact. (2) To prevent the renewal of a 
golicitor’s certificate comes practically to the same thing 
as striking him off the roll, and that extreme penalty 
would not be properly applicable to many cases which 
would deserve the pillory. 

I am glad to see, however, that Mr. Munton proposes 
to deal, not merely with insolvency, but with malprac- 
tice. I have already suggested that malpractice is the 
source of more injury to the public and more discredit to 
the profession than occasional instances of insolvency ; 
not only so, but it is much more within reach of dis- 
Ciplinary remedies. The collapse which causes the 
wide-spread miechief to which you feelingly refer is, 
oftener than not, as surprising as it is fatal. Men whose 
names no one, in or out of the profession, would have 
dreamed of coupling with insolvency, suddenly “ burst 
up,” and the explosion scatters ruin or disaster among 
all connected with them. The annals of the last quarter 
of a century would supply too many instances in point. 
I fear we shall not discover any preventive applicable to 
such cases; while what I may call petty insolvencies, 
when not due to misfortune, are often connected with a 
previous course of malpractice. It is against this, 
therefore, that I would most energetically direct the 
discipline which I advocate. Every case of reckless in- 
solvency might I fear be capped by one of malpractice 
deserving public reprimand, if not punishment. There 
are elicitors who habitually shuffle off the settlement of 
undisputed claims to the very verge of extreme pro- 
ceedings. There are those whore course of practice is a 
standing discredit to their profession, and a continual 
nuisance to their professional brethren, If there persons 
could be made amenable to vigilant discipline, they 





would at all events be rendered less noxious even it 
incapable of reformation. <caneaaate 

Though it is a digression, allow me here to inyits 
attention to the very inefficient process now available. 
for extracting moneys or deeds from a solicitor who 
withholds them. As I understand the practice it is this, 
first, you call on him by summons to deliver his bills ang 
accounts. If he disregards the order made on this gum. 
mons you may “attach” him, but he may “ purge hig 
contempt” by delivering his bills and accounts, leaving 
you as far off your money and your deeds as you were 
before. You may then obtain another order and enforce 
it by another attachment, and all this waste of time and 
expense may (in the case of a money demand) result in 
nothing. You may, it is true, adopt a different course 
and apply for an order to answer matters on affidavits, 
But the court has of late set its face against the employ. 
ment of a quasi-criminal proceeding for the mere 
recovery of a debt, and has required notice to be served 
on the registrar, zo that the matter may proceed as one 
of discipline. The consequence is that the. “ screw” 
intended to be put on the defaulter probably fails of 
effect, because payment at this eleventh hour will not 
save him from further proceedings. 

I cannot object to the view taken by the court, but 
justice plainly requires the substitution of a more per. 
emptory and drastic mode of enforcing private claims. 
Were such provided, the quasi-criminal proceeding would 
cease to be applicable to these, but the facts of any case 
thought to warrant it should be laid in the first instange. 
before the registrar, to whom all further action should 
be left. 

Proved malpractice deserves public disgrace as much, 
at least, as mere insolvency, and I cannot wholly 
the tenderness which the annual reports of the 
Society speak of ‘cases of malpractice,” omitting 
details. But here, too, we should discriminate; nor 
would it be difficult. Whenever there are exten 
circumstances the Court is not slow to mark them, and 
in any such case a short note of the observations accom- 
panying the sentence should be given. The nature of 
the offence should be stated in all cases. 

I cannot quite follow Mr. Munton as to the omissions 
from the Law List. Such omissions would appear s 
suggestive of suspicion that the man of defaulting pro- 
clivities would be careful to have his name duly 
figuring in the list, and only carelessness or et 
treme impecuniosity could lead to such omissions. But 
I think it fair that neglect to renew within the pre- 
scribed time should incur a fine, and that further 
neglect (after notice from the registrar) continued for, 
say, one calendar month, should enteil the paymentot 
double duty. The existing practice provides that a cer- 
tificate shall not be renewed after a year’s lapse without 
sufficient reason shown. 

No doubt, to carry out what I have proposed would 
involve considerable expense; but, if the official revenue 
of the registrar proves insufficient for the purpose, i 
may be properly provided for by a small addition tothe 
registration fee, 

The enforcement of discipline is, I venture to repest, 
the province, not of individual members of the profession 
nor of the Incorporated Law Society as such, but of 
that society as Registrar of solicitors, holding an effective 
and responsible office under the Crown; and I am glad 
to see that you press on the council (which is nows 
really representative body) the consideration of the 
whole subject. Such consideration need not, I think, 
involve the expenditure of two or three hundred guiness 
in inquiry. Enough is known already, 

Iam not disposed, indeed, to look for any marked 
direct result from whatever measure may be 
We see men whowe financial position is as well as it 
unfavourably known yet retaining clients, and 
ones too; and ff clients will give thelr confidence 
“ defaulters,” defaulters may snap! thelr fingers at Sr 
HH, Peek and the rest of uw. But good must 
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‘and gradually result from the knowledge that a per- 
‘manent “vigilance committee,” in the shape of the 
Society’s council, is ready to take up, inexorably, every 
case properly brought before it. 

Sir H. Peek says that “ exactly the same” treatment 
‘should not be applied to tradesmen and professional men. 
Lagree. What I object to is the startling difference in 
treatment which he proposes. to introduce. But I go 
further, and admit that the rules of conduct which 
should guide the solicitor are more strict than those 
which suffice for the ways of commerce. To buy and 
sell and get gain is all that commerce concerns itself 
with, and if the mercantile man is careful to buy in the 
cheapest market and sell in the dearest, and to take up 
his bills at maturity, he need trouble himself no further. 
‘But the solicitor is bound to think of his client first, 
‘and of himself only in the second place, and must 
frequently deny himself gains which, on commercial 
principles, he might legitimately secure. A good deal 
‘of rhetoric—not to say rhodomontade—has been ex- 

ded on the ideal solicitor, but in very sober prose 

may be asserted that there is no calling so complex 
ag ours, scarcely any in which temptations to stray are 
so multiform, scarcely any in which the relation 
between labour and cash profit is so variable, scarcely 
any in which honesty (in its truest sense) is so often not 
the best policy for the pocket. To say that high 
principles are always acted up to would be to claim for 
‘ourselves what cannot be said for the followers of the 
calling which makes the loftiest pretensions; but I am 
firmly persuaded that the great majority in our pro- 
fession do, with more or less fidelity, endeavour to justify 
the old-fasiiioned title of “gentleman.” It is the 
‘interest of that majority that the tone of tie profession 
at large should be kept up to a high pitch, and my 
humble support will be given to any judicious move- 
tment in that ‘direction. 

I feel, Sir, that this letter has been stretched to an 
jnordinate length. My excuse must be that it is the 
last, and that the subject is one in which for some 
time I have felt an interest. In leaving it, let me 
appeal to every professional brother, who may have 
taken the trouble to read what I have written, in words 
as apt a3 they are hackneyed :— 

si quid novisti rectius istis, 

Candidus imperti: si non, his utere mecum. 

8. 8. C. 








The Manchester Evaminer states that Williamson v. 
Barbour, which some months ago excited so much interest 
in commercial circles, was settled on Friday by mutual and 
friendly agreement. 

On Tuesday, Mr. Carter held an inquest at'the Com- 
‘mercial Inn, Herne-hill, on the body of Mr. William Henry 
Gallen, solicitor, and chief clerk of the Canterbury Court 
‘of Probate. The evidence went to show that at the last 
Maidstone Avsizes Mr. Boydell, a solicitor, brought an 
‘action against Mr. Callen, in which a Mrs. Shaw was the 
oopeel the claim being for £1,901. It was arranged that 
‘My. Callen should give up certain deeds and pay £873. 
He gave up the deeds, but had not paid the money, and when 
‘the case camo up for reference on Saturday Mr. Cullen’s 
‘Agent received a telegram from Holborn, which he read 
fin court, and which was in these words— “ Poor Mr. 
Cullen died suddenly this morning.”” However, ho was 
teen alive on Sunday morning near Herne-hill station by 
Baward Champion, a fireman ‘who was on a train from 
Chatham to London. Mr. Cullen was then standing under 
‘An arch on the up sido of the line, and outside tho rails, 
‘The fireman saw him abont 120 yards ahead as the train 
began to slacken speed. When the engine was within five 

ards of Mr. Cullen ho deliberately stepped forward and 

id his neck across the raile, and the engine ont off his 
head, Evidence having been taken as to the state of tho 
@eceased’s mind, tho jary returned a verdict to the effect 
that the deceased committed sufoide while labouring under 
temporary insanity. 





Cases uf the Teck. 


"Bankruptcy — Prorecren TransactloN— TITLE oF 
TrustEE—ContRact By BAankaveT For Sate or Lanp— 
PAYMENT OF PuRCHASE-MONEY TO BANKRUPT AFTER ADJUDI- 
CATION, BUT witHOUT Notice or ADJUDICATION—BANK- 
Ruptoy Act, 1869, ss. 11, 94, 95.—A case of Ex parte 
Rahbidge, decided by the Court of Appeal on the 28th alt., 
affords an illustration of the injury which may result to 
Innocent persons from the staying (as is frequently done) 
the advertisement of an adjudication of bankraptey in order 
to give the debtor an opportunity of appealing. A bank- 
rupt, after the presentation of a -bankruptey petition 
against him, but before an adjudication bad been made 
entered into a contract for the sale of some lease- 

hold property, the purchaser paying a deposit. The 

purchaser had no notice of the petition, or of the 

commission of any act of bankruptcy by the vendor. 
The day after the contract had been entered into, 
the vendor was adjudicated a bankrupt, but the purchaser 
had no knowledge of the adjadication ti!l some months 
afterwards. Five weeks after the adjadication had been 
made the purchaser paid the balance of the purchase- 
money to the bankrupt, and obtained possession of the 
title-deeds. and of the property, bat no assigament tohim was 
executed. When he subsequently discovered the adjadica- 
tion he applied to the court for an order that the trustee 
inthe bankruptcy should execute an assignment of the 
lease to him, and Mr. Registrar Murray ordered this to be 
done, being of opinion that, independently of the protection 
clauses, sections 94 and 95, which he admitted did not 
apply to the case, inasmuch as they only protect transac- 
tions entered into before adjudication (though similar 
clauses in the older bankruptcy statutes extended the pro- 
tection to transactions entered into even after adjadicaticn), 
the Court. of Bankruptcy would not order a debt which had 
been paid dond fide, even after adjudication, to a bankrupt, 
by a person who had no knowledge of the adjadication, to 
be paid over again. Consequently, the equitable lien on the 
property for the unpaid purchase-money was gone, and the 
trustee could not recover it from the purchaser, and, as he 
had paid it, the trustee was in equity only a trastes of 
the property for him, and was bound to assign it to him. 
The registrar founded his judgment to a great extent on 
that of Lord Tenterden in Sowerby v. Brooks, 4 
B. & A. 523. The trustee appealed, and on the appeal 
it was contended, on behalf of the purchacer, that the puc- 
chase-money was an equitable chose in acti n of which the 
purchaser was & trustee for the person really entitled to it, 
and that, as the trustee in bankruptcy had omitted to com- 
plete his title by giving notice to the purchaser, the latter 
was, according to a well-known equitable doctrine, entitled 
to pay the money to the bankrupt, of whose original title he 
was alone aware. The Court of Appeal (James, Cotton, and 
Thesiger, L.JJ.), did not accede to this argument. They 
said that the fallacy of it lay in considering the trustee in 
bankruptcy as an assignee of a chose ix action—the purchase- 
money—and nothing more, His real position was this—he 
became, by virtue of the adjudication, the legal owner of the 
property contracted to be sold, but subject to the equity of 
the purchaser to have the property assigned to him on his 
paying the balance of the purchase-money. The parchaser 
had unfortunately paid that balance to a person who had, 
when it was paid, ceased to be the owner of the estate; bat 
that circumstance could give him no equity to call upon the 
real owner to assiga the property to him, except a the 
terms of the balance of the purchase-money being paid. The 
order of the registrar was accordingly discharged. Bat 
James, L.J., took oceasion to express his regret that the ad- 
vertisements of adjudications are so often postponed, Sach 
delays were the sources of great miscbief It might be a 
hardehip to a debtor that he should be advertised as a bank- 
rupt when he had a dend@ Ade ground of appeal; but, on the 
other hand, very great hardship might result, as in this case, 
to innocent persons from the postponement of the advertise- 
ment. 


Pracrice—Sxrarats Arprarance or Mararen Womax 
—Onper or Courss——Orv, 16, x, §8—On a motion 
before the Master of the Rolls, on the 20h ult, to strike 


ont the separate appearance of a married woman unter 
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evd. 16, r. 8, a3 irregular, it appeared that she had appeared 
ander an order of course obtained for that purpose. The 
Master of the Rolls said the appearance was irregular, and 
that under the above rule a married woman could not 
get an order for her separate appearance as of course, but 
must obtain formal leave of the court for that purpose. 


eee ee 


Pracrice—ReEcretver—“ Just on CoNVENIENT”—JUDICA- 
wore Act, 1873, 5. 25, suB secTION 8.—In a case of Re 
Gaunthorpe, on the same day, a motion for a receiver of a 
% stator’s property was made before the Master of the Rolls 
against a sole executor. The only ground for the appoint- 
macnt was that the executor was insolvent, as a writ of fi. fa. 
for eosts had been returned unsatisfied. The Master of the 
Rolls made the appointment, stating that, whether he would 
hare had jurisdiction or not under the old practice, he had 
now ample jurisdiction under the Judicature Act, 1873, 
s. 25, sub-section 8, to appoint a receiver in all cases in 
which it should appear ‘just and ccnvenient” so to do. 
He considered this power a most useful amendment of 
the Jaw and one which he should always exercise in a 
proper case. 


"FRaADB-MARK — INFRINGEMENT — INsuNCTION — LIEN oN 
Goors vor Puartirr’s Costs — Prioriry — Sraxe- 
xeotpER — Costs. — On the 29th ult. the Court of 
Appeal reversed the decision of Fry, J., in Moet vy. 
Piskering (L. R. 6 Ch. D. 770, 21 Sotrcrrors’ Journat, 
750). The action was brought to restrain the principal 
defendant from imitating the plaintiffs’ brand placed 
spon the corks of wine bottles, A large quantity of spurious 
wine, contained in bottles, the corks of which were marked 
with an imitation of the plaintiffs’ brand, was in the posses- 
sion of some wharfingers as agents for the principal defendant, 
and they were also made defendants to the action. By their 
statement of defence they said that they had received the 
wive in question in the ordinary course of busivess, and 
without any knowledge or notion that the brand on the corks 
was a fraudulent imitation of the plaintiffs’ brand, and they 
submitted to act in relation to the wine in their possession as 
the court should direct, upon their charges for rent or ware- 
housing, and their costs of the action being paid or provided 
for. Fry, J., held that the alleged fraud had been proved, and 
grapted a perpetual injunction against the principal defen- 
dant, and, upon the authority of Upmann v, Elkan (19 W. 
R. 867, L. R. 12 Eq. 140, 7 Ch. 180), he held that the plain- 
tiffs were entitled to a lien for their costs of the action upon 
the wine in the wharfingers’ possession. The wharfingers 
eontended that their common law lien for their wharfingers’ 
eharges must have precedence over any right of the plaintiffs, 
Fry, J., held that the plaintiffs’ lien for costs was entitled to 
piiority, and, because the wharfingers bad raised this con- 
tention, and had not submitted themselves unequivocally to 
the order of the court, he deprived them of their costs of the 
aciicn, which, he said, he should otherwise have ordered the 
plaintiffs to pay to them, and made them jointly liable with 
the principal defendant for the plaintiffs’ costs of the action. 
The Court of Appeal (James, Cotton, and Thesiger, L.JJ.), 
were of opinion that the wharfingers had done nothing to 
forfeit the right—theright of innocent stakeholders—tobe paid 
their costs of the action, and that their lien for their charges 
upon the goods was entitled to priority over any right of lien 
which the plaintiffs might have for their costs. And, 
thougb, as the principal defendant had not appealed, the 
peiat did not arise for decision, the court expressed some 
astonishment at its l:aving ever been held that a plaintiff in 
a cate of the kind could have any right of lien for his costs 
upon the goods of the defendant. They said that they were 
unable to see any principle on which such a right could be 
placed, and they desired it to be understood that, as at pre- 
sent advised, they were not prepared to assent to the correct- 
mess of the decisions in Upmann v. Elkan, and in Ponsardin 
x. Peto (33 Beay. 642), where a similar view was adopted. 


Pracrice—ProcepurE—Ciaim AND COoUNTER-CLAIM— 
Move or Ta1at—Conventence.—In a case of Thompson vy. 
Woodfine, heard by Fry, J., on the lst inst., a question 
arose as to the mode Of trial of a claim and counter-claim. 
‘The plaintiff brought tle action to recover from the de- 





fendant, who was the executor of her mother’s will, a 
legacy bequeathed to her by the will. The defendant de. 
livered a defence and counter-claim, by which he claimed 
a right to set-off against the plaintiff’s demand—(1) m 

advanced and the price of goods supplied by him to her ; 
(2) a sum which he alleged that he had overpaid her in re. 


spect of her interest in the residue of her father’s estate, of - 


whose will the defendant was alsoexecutor. _ The plaintiff’, 
counsel opened her case, referring also generally to the 
nature of the counter-claim, and to the plaintiff's reply to 
it. The defendant’s counsel claimed the right of formally 
opening the counter-claim afterwards, so that he might be 
able to reply to the arguments of the plaintiff's counsel, 
Fry, J., held that the defendant’s counsel was entitled to 
do this, and that the claim alone must be taken to have 
been opened by the plaintiff’s counsel. The plaintiff was 
then called and examined as a witness in support of her 
claim. The defendant’s counsel claimed the right of cross. 
examining her generally with reference to the counter. 
claim as well as to the claim, urging that the claim and 
counter-claim were only one action, and that he was en- 
titled to cross-examine with reference to any issue raised 
by the pleadings in that action. Fry, J., said that the 
question was one merely of convenience. He could not lay 
down any general rule on the subject, but, in the present 
case, the right asserted by the plaintiff in the original 
action being quite distinct from that asserted by the de- 
fendant in his counter-claim, he thought that the more con- 
venient course would be to try the question arising in the 
original action first, reserving the question raised by the 
counter-claim till afterwards. It was not necessary at that 
stage to decide what right of cross-examining the plaintiff's 
witnesses the defendant’s counsel might have afterwards; 
at present he must confine his cross-examination to matters 
arising in the original action. But the- witnesses must 
not leave the court till. after the counter-claim was dis. 
posed of. When the defendant’s counsel had opened the 
counter-claim, he asked to be allowed to continue his 
cross-examination of the plaintiff, but Fry, J., held that 
she must be treated as the defendant’s own witness, and be 
examined in chief by his counsel. It was, his lordship 
thought, a mere matter of convenience, and in this case the 
issues raised by the claim and the counter-claim were 60 
separate and distinct that it was more convenient to try 
them quite separately. 





It is stated that a Bill for reviving the whipping-post in 


Kentucky bas been lost by the casting vote of the Lieu- 


tenant-Governor. 


On Thursday last, at the Thames Police-court, says the 
East London Observer, Mr. Hazeldine, solicitor, said that 
he bad come down to the court to ask his worship for some 
expression of opinion for the future guidance of himself and 
other professional gentlemen respecting the hearing of 
solicitor’s clerks in the absence of their principals. It 
might be sometimes the case, as it was with himself last 
week, that the solicitor himself being engaged on important 
business elsewhere, was unable to attend the court in 
person, and it was therefore a matter of great convenience 
that his clerk might attend for him. He understood that 
it bad always been the practice at this court to allow a 
clerk to appear, providing he brought a letter from his 
principal in the case, requesting permission from the pre- 
siding magistrate for his doing so. He understood that 
Mr. Young, during Mr, Paget’s time, was represented here 
occasionally by a clerk, and he understood that Mr. Paget 
laid it down as a rule that a clerk should be allowed to 
appear, providing he was furnished with a letter from his 
principal. He (Mr. Hazeldine) would, as he had alread 
stated, be glad to have some expression of opinion from h 
worship in reference to the matter. Mr. Lushington said 
that it was perfeotly correot that the magistrates were able, 
by stretching their power a little, to hear the clerk to & 
solicitor on behalf of his principal, and it had always been 
held at that court that it might be advantageous to allow 
parties to be heard by the clerk, when for some special 
reason the principal himself could not appear—so long 88 
tke clerk conducted the cases in a proper manner ; providing, 
however, that the person appearing was @ Jond fide cler 
to the solicitor in the case. 
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REGISTRARS OF COUNTY COURTS ACTING 
AS JUDGES IN THEIR OWN CAUSES. 


A SPECIAL sitting of the Gloucester County Court was held 
on Tuesday week, to hear judgment given in an action 
prought by Mr. D. R. MacGachen, of Corse-bhill, near 
Tewkesbury, against Mr. C. J. Cooke, in his official capaci- 
ties as registrar and high bailiff of the Newent County Court. 
The case had been heard at the last sitting of the Newent 
court. It was alleged that Mr. Cooke had made an unjustifiable 
claim for costs, had wrongfully entered judgment in his own 
fayour with regard to that claim, and had then, as high bailiff, 
improperly seized a number of ewes in Mr. MacGachen’s fields. 
The judge, after referring at great length to the facts of 
the case, proceeded to say:—It now becomes my painfal 
daty to examine the facts of the case and see if I ought 
to make any, and what, order in the matter. It was not 
contended that the registrar of a county court is disabled 
reason of his office from suing by means of a default sam- 
mons issued out of his own court. It may be that a 
gorupulous registrar would not avail himself of so per- 
emptory a proceeding in his own court, but would resort 
to the Ordinary summons, or if availing himself of a 
default summons would reserve the case under any cir- 
cumstances for the sitting of the judge, but certainly 
nothing appears in the Act to prevent the registrar from 
suing in this mode if he thinks fit, making the necessary 
affidavit, of course, before a commissioner. But if he sues 
inthis form he must take care that ke does nothing as 
istrar but what is purely ministerial. If he exercises a 
jodicial discretion at any stage he constitutes himself a judge 
in his own cause, and a judge deciding his own cause under 
the most objectionable circumstances, in private, and it may 
bewithont hearing the other party. Now, that ajudge cannot 
decide his own cause is one of the first and most elementary 
ciples of law and justice, and needs no argument in 
support. Be the decision ever so correct, the mere fact 
that the person giving it fills the double position of judge 
and party at once invalidates it. Not to mention the pro- 
visions of the County Courts Aots by which persons are 
enabled to sue the judges of county courts in districts 
in which they do not preside, it is a matter of every day 
practice that the judges of the superior courts decline to 
try cases in which they have an interest, however remote, 
and it is well-known that in consequence of nearly all the 
es residing in Middlesex it was difficult to find a 
competent to try a recent case in which the county 

tate of Middlesex came in question. Mr. Cooke's ad- 
vocate did not, and of course could not, deny this prin- 
ciple ; the question is whether it has been infringed ; if it 
has, it vitiates all subsequent proceedings. Now, the 
County Courts Act, 1875, e. 1, under which the default 
simmons was issued, enacts that “if the defendant shall 
not within sixteen days after service of the summons give 
notice in writing, signed by himself or his attorney, of his 
intention to defend, the plaintiff may . - upon proof 
of its service. . . have judgment entered. . , for 
the amount of his claim and costs.” Suppose, then, there 
is no notice of defence of any kind put in, still before 
allowing the judgment to be entered up, satisfactory 
proof of personal service must be before the registrar. In 
allowing even this, he must clearly exercise a jadicial dis- 
cretion. But this is the weakest case supposable, In the 
ase now under discussion a notice of intention to defend 
Was sent to the registrar, although he considered it in- 
mifficient, and thought himself justified in treating it as 
absolutely void. Now, it is necessary to bear in mind that 
summons was issued in order to compel payment of 
the plaintiff’s bill of costs as solicitor. Mr. MacGachen 
had informed the plaintiff that he was advised that it was 
exeessive, and should decline to pay more than a part of 
As a fact it“ was excessive, and Mr. Cooke, being a 
competent practitioner, must have been aware of this. He 
therefore, that the defendant has a bond fide 

ce to the action, and that he has expressed his inten- 

tion to resist it, With this knowledge, he receives on the 
15th of February—that is to say, one day within the time 
ited—the of the summons containing the notice of 
tion to defend. This was, it is true, not signed nor 
dated, but was inclosed in the dated and signed letter of 
the 14th of February which I have read. Taking, there- 
fore, the letter with the form inclosed in it, there is un- 








doubtedly a substantial notice of intention to defend; and se 
thinks Mr. Cooke, for on the same day he sends MacGachem 
the letter of the 15th of February, above set out, from 
which it is manifest that he understood the object of the 
letter, and pointed out its defect in form. What, then, 
should have been his course—he being both plaintiff and 
quasi-judicial registrar ? He clearly ought, under the cir- 
cumstances, either to have treated the notica to defend as 
good, or at least to have waited until MacGachen could 
have returned it dated and signed. Ualess his letter was a 
mere mockery this must have been his intention at the 
time he wrote it. Asa matter of fact, it was impossible 
for MacGachen to return the notice in time, in consequence 
of the neglect of some one in Mr. Cooke’s office to post it 
in proper time. The least inquiry would have informed 
him of this ; but without making sach inquiry, or in spite 
of it, he sends the bailiff on Monday morning with a warrant 
of execution for the debt and costs, £20 93. 2d., and 303. 
poundage. MacGachen sends the bailiff back with the 
notice of inten‘ion to defend, duly dated and signed, but 
the plaintiff, although by this time he must hive beer 
aware that there hai been a serious neglect in his owm 
office, declines to make allowance for the defendant's 
mistake, and persists in executing the warrant. How 
difficult, indeed, it is for a man to julge impartially in his 
own cause! And what is Mr. Cooke’s answer to this part cf 
the case? In substance there has been none. He has 
said that he decided the point as to the sufficiency of the 
notice of intention to defend in this case in the same manner 
as he would have decided it in any other. But that is jast 
what he ought not to have done. Whether he decided it 
rightly or wrongly is not the question; he should not have 
decided it at all. By admitting, therefore, that there was 
something to decide he condemns himself. Mr. Hebb took 
the legal ground that the judgment could not be set aside 
without an affidavit of merits. But not to mention that 
ample evidence of merits was given vivd voce.on the hearing 
of the application, the real ground for setting aside the judg- 
ment is the radical vice of its having been decreed by the 
plaintiff himself. This makes it altogether void. The rale 
cited by Mr, Hebb applies in cases of irregalarity only. Cam 
I, therefore, do otherwise than pronounce Mr. Cooke to have 
been wrong ? Wrong every way. Wrong in issuing the de- 
fault summons without a proper affidavit. Wrong ia deciding 
upon the sufficiency of the notice to defend. Wrong im 
signing judgment without giving defendant time to cure, if 
necessary, the informality of the document. Wrong in issu- 
ing execution, when he might have known that the reason of 
the notice not being returned to him was a neglect for which 
he wasresponsible; and more wrong still in persisting with 
the execution after it had been pointed out to him that 
MacGachen had done all in his power to correct his mistake im 
the manner pointed out by himself. I am bound to order that 
the service of the summons, the judgment, and all subse- 
quent proceedings shall be set aside, and that all moneys 
levied thereunder shall be forthwith returned. His 
Honour next referred to the amount charged for ex- 
enges of the execution to the amount of goods seized, and 
e continued :—It results, therefore, that an execution was 
improperly issued against the goods of the defeadant ; that 
an excessive amount was levied thereund-r; and that the 
goods so levied were improperly dealt with. The Act under 
which this case has come before me empowers the judge, im 
case of an officer of the court being shown to have beem 
guilty of extortion or misconduct, to impose upon him a fine 
not exceeding £10 for every offence. This is to mea painful 
part of my duty, and one from which I would willingly escape. 
It is, however, of the highest importance that the purity of 
the stream of justice should be preserved, and how can this 
be done if offences of the kind now brought to light are easily 
condoned, or passed over with slight notice? I should 
consider myself a party to the wrong which has been done 
and unworthy to occupy the place which I have the honour 
to fill, if I allowed the offence to pass without severe censure. 
Happily such cases are.of rare occurrence. I am williag to 
believe that the errors into which Mr. Cooke has fallen ia 
this case have occurred from ina!vertence and have not ben 
prompted by a corrupt motive. Several offences, however, 
against the tenour of the Act have been committed, and com- 
sidering that Mr. Cooke must have known perfectly well that 
the proceedings were bad from beginning to end, I thiak [ 
s»all not err on the side of severity if I ord-r that ho shall pag 
a fine : f £20 in respect of the offences prove’, The era's af 








and attending this applieation must be pa‘d by Mr. Cooke. 
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Sucieties. 
UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


The ordinary business meeting of the society was held 
at Clement’s-inn Hall on Wednesday-evening last, Mr. E. C. 
Rawlivgs in the chair. The secretary read his. quarterly 
repert, which showed that the society was in a most satis- 
factory condition, and had considerably: improved in 
numerical strength, and was prosperous in all its branches. 
The meeting was engaged in discussing several matters 
relating principally to the internal interests of the society. 
Amongst others, the report of a committee specially ap- 
pointed to revise the rules as to election of officers was 
adopted, and power was given to the committee of the 
seciety to reprint the rules with all additions and altera- 
tiors. A vote of thanks engrossed in vellum was presented 
to Mr. J. S. Rubinsteip, the late secretary. 


BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


The 623:d meeting of the above society was held on 
Tuesday evenirg, April 2, in the library of the Law Society, 
Bennett’s-hil]l, Mr. F. W. Lowe in the chair, After the 
questions on Williams’ Real Property had been discussed, 
@ debate tock place upon the following point :—“ Is there 
any implied condition in letting an unfurnished house that 
it shall be reasonably fit for habitation?” the cases re: 
ferred to cn the eubject being Smith v. Marrable (11 
M. & W. 5), Sutton v. Temple (12 M. & W. 52), Hart v. 
Windsor (1b. 68), and Wilson v. Finch-Hatton (25 W. R. 
537). Mr. Robinson opened the debate in the affirmative, 
and wassupported by Messrs. W. E, Taylor and J. Milward. 
Mr. Cocbrane replied in the negative, and was followed by 
Mesere. Tyler, Hooper, Adams, and Plant. The voting 
was ip favour of the negative by a large majority. A vote 
of thanks to the chairman concluded the meeting. 





YOKESHIRE LAW SOCIETY. 


Ar a general meeting of the society, held at the Royal 
Station Hotel. York; on Wednesday, the 27th of March, 
1878, John Waddington Mann, Esq., president, in the 
chair, the follcwing gentlemen were admitted members of 
the society :—Mr. Jobn Peacock, Middlesborough ; Mr, 
Hough William Pearson, Malton; Mr. Joseph Harrison, 
Kirby Moorside. 

The report was read, which, after stating the legis- 
laticn of jast session, refers to the following subjects :— 

Preliminary Examinatwns.—There can be no question that 
these examinations have tended to improve the status of 
the profecsion, and, in the opivion of your committee, it is 
high'y inexpedient that any relaxation in reference thereto 
should be sanctioned. They therefore earnestly recommend 
the members of the society not in any way to promote an 
spplication for exemption from snch examination. 

Appointment of New Trustees.—It has been the almust 
universal practice of the profession to stamp a deed appoint- 
ing new trustees and containing a conveyance of the trust 
property with a ten-shilling stamp only. The Exchequer 
Division of the High Court of Justice has, however, in the 
recent cave of Hadgett and others v. The Commissioners of 
Ivland Revenue (26 Weexrtxy Reronrer, 115) decided that 
such a deed must be stamped both as a conveyance and as 
sn apprintment of new trustees. The commiss‘oners are, 
your committee learn, allowing deeds erroneously stamped 
to be properly stamped without exacting a penalry. 

Real Property Limitation Act, 1874, 37 § 88 Vict. ¢. 51— 
It is important that the members should bear in mind that 
this Act comes into operation on the 1st of January, 1879— 
the limita‘ion of twenty years which now obtains as regards 
actions to recover land and rents will thenceforth be reduced 
to twelve years, and other important alterations in the 
sce 4 law of emp will then come into epee 

ally as it affects mortgagees in sion an 
revident abroad, Cid ie rian 

Daring the present session several measures affecting the 
law have teen introduced into the House of Commons, 
amongst them are the following :— 

Comly Courts—Three Bills affecting these courts have 
been introduced. 





<> 

One by Mr. Cowen and others, ag for its object the 
re-arrangement of the existing areas of jurisdiction, the 
constitution of principal and subsidiary courts, and other 
important changes, 

Your committee do not deem it necessary to trouble the 
members as to this Bill, as changes so important as would 
be effected by it are not likely to be adopted without the 
direct sanction of the Government, and they moreover cons 
sider that, if new centres for the administration of justicg 
are to be established, a much more comprehensive scheme, 
embracing all the ‘superior as well as the inferior courts, 
should be adopted. 

Another Billis introduced by Mr. Norwood and oth 
and seeks to enlarge the jurisdiction from £50 to £100; 
whilst the third Bill, introduced by Mr. Rowley Hill and 
others, would enlarge the jurisdiction to £500, and abolish 
existing county courts where a small amount of business ig 
done. 

Criminal Law Evidence Amendment.—A Bill to enable 
prisoners to give evidence on their own behalf has been. 
again introduced, but as your committee have already 
reported their opinion against the principle of such 9 
measure, they do not deem it necessary to further advert 
to it. 

Real Estate Intestacy—A Bill on this subject has agai 
been introduced. It seeks to effect what your committee 
think would be a salutary change in the Jaw, namely, that 
in cases of intestacy, real estate should be disposed of in th 
same manner as personal estate. 

Married Women's Property Act (1870) Amendment 
This Bill seeks to invest a married woman with all the same 
rights as regards her property as she would have had if she 
had remained unmarried. It, however, imposes no resiric- 
tions upon her as to her incurring debts for which, her hus- 
band would be liable, either for herself, the household, or 
their children, nor does it in any way affect her rightto 
dower out of his property. She is also invested with tho 
power of destroying any right which he might have under 
the existing law as tenant by the curtesy of England, 
These questions are, however, more social than legal, and 
need no further reference. 

Bar Education and Discipline.—A Bill upon this sub. 
ject has been introduced by the Attorney-General and 
Solicitor-General; and Mr. Gregory, M.P., with the ap- 
probatioa and support of the Incorporated Law Society 
for the United Kingdom, has proposed the insertion of a 
clause enabling solicitors who shall procure themselves to 
be struck off the rolls, to present themselves at once for 
examination and admission as barristers, without being 
obliged to keep terms, Your committee fully approve of 
this mode of transition from one branch of the profession 
to the other branch of it. 

Bills of Sale.—This is a fruitful subject of legislation, 
and Mr, Sampson Lloyd and others have introduced a Bill 
to consolidate and amend the Law relating to Bills of 
Sale. 

It is proposed that the Acts of 1864 and 1866 relating to 
bills of sale should be repealed, and that legislation thereon 
should begin de novo, Accordingly, fresh enactments are 
to be hazarded to compass the frauds contrived by means 
of bills of sale, and additional strength is sought to be ob- 
tained by rules of court to be hereafter prescribed. 

The Manchester Incorporated Law Association have, by 
a circular addressed to other societies, called attention to 
needful additions and alterations in the proposed measure, 

especially as regards the definition of ‘trade fixtures,’ 
the effect of the attornment clause usually inserted ia 
mortgages, where the mortgagor is the occupier of the 
montqnaes premises, and the time for registering bills of 
6a 


Your committee concur in the recommendation of the 
Manchester Association that a better definition of trade 
fixtures should be adopted ; that mortgages containing a0 
attornment clause with rent not exceeding the sonual 
value of the property should not be the subjeot of registra- 
tion; and that a ages period than three days should be 
allowed for registration, 

Criminal Appeals.—A Bill te establish a Court of Ap 
in criminal cases has been introduced, Though it is a 
subject worthy of the deepest consideration, yet, as it is 
not likely to progress much this session, your committes 
will content themselves with submilting it to your 
thoughtful attention. 
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Law Amendment, -This is probably the most 
jmportant legal measure which will have to bo considered 
hy, the Legislature this. session. Whether success will 

tend the efforts of the promoters or not it would be too 
much for your committee to say, but they cannot help re- 
marking that itis very much to be regretted there is a never 
ending desire on the part of the legal branch of the pro- 
fession in Parliament, to be providing new methods of 
winding up bankrupts’ estates. 

Forty years. ago there existed a method of administering 
these estates by means of special commissions and local 
commissioners, which, with a few. exceptions, worked well. 
They were executed in the locality where the debtor had 
carried on his business, and by and with the concurrence of 
the creditors interested in realizing the estates at the least 
possible expense. The existence of a London Court of 
Appeal or Review (to which it was seldom necessary to have 

se) secured supervision when needed, and uniformity 
Bion when required. 

Since that time there has been one continued succession 
ofchanges.and failures—bankruptcy courts throughout the 
country have been created and abolished—liquidation by 
amrangement and composition, and a changed form of 
bankruptcy proceeding, established and condemned — 
trostees—inspectors—accountants, and innumerable official- 
doms, created and abolished, and at length we are to have, 
though accompanied with costly machinery and so-called 
dliicial checks and securities, a guasi-bankruptcy where the 
debtor shall be stripped of his property, but may be dis- 

without the stain of a bankrupt, and yet freed fram 
his liabilities. 

Your committee fail to sce in the changes proposed any 
great advantages over the present system. 

It was unanimously resolved :—1. That the report now 
read be received and adopted. 2. That a donation of 
& 5s. be given to Mrs. B., the widow of a Yorkshire 
#licitor, as recommended by the committee. 




































Obituary: 
MR. MATTHEW SKINNER LONGMORE. 


Mr. Matthew Skiiner Longmore, solicitor, of Hertford, 
died at Bath, on the 27th inst., in his fiftieth year. Mr, 
ore was tho son of Mr. Philip Longmore, solicitor, 
of Bath. He was edueated at the King's School, Canter- 
“bory, and served his articles with Messrs. Gepp & Veley, 
@Chelmsford. He was admitted a solicitor in 1851, and 
son afterwards joined his father and the late Mr. Thomas 
in business, at Hertford ; and since his. father’s 
ttirement and Mr, Sworder’s death he had been associated 
wih Mr. Thomas Joseph Sworder, who is coroner for the 
Division of Hertfordshire, and clerk to the Hert- 
ford Board of Guardians. In 1866 he succeeded his father 
‘town clerk of Hertford, and clerk to the borough magis- 
tates, and was associated with him as magistrates’ clerk 
fe the Hertford and Welwyn Divisions of the county. 
He had also for several years acted as under-sherilf for 
Herts and deputy-coroner, and he was a commissioner for 
in the Supreme Court, and a perpetual commissioner 
Herts. Mr. Longmore also carried on a very largo 
Birate practice. He had taken an active part on the Con- 
trative side in all county and borough elections, and was 
t of the Hertford Working Men’s Conservative 
tion. He discharged his varied official duties with 
@eat tact and courtesy, and tovk a warm interest in all 
Matters of local interest. Mr. Longmore had for a long 
time suffered from a painful internal complaint, but it was 
Mill hoped that his life might be prolonged. At the sitting 
the borough magistrates last week the mayor (Mr, 
ladiow) madea feeling allusion to the public loss sustained 
+ ar ongmore’s death. Mr. Longmore was married to 
daughter of the late Rev. J. Stockwell, rector of Wiley, 
Wiltahiro, and leaves five childrou, Ho was buried on the 
Sedinet, in All Sainte’ Cometery. 


MR. ROBERT RUTLAND NEWMAN. 


Mr. Robert Ratland Nowman, solicitor (of the firm of 
, Newman, Mauisty, & Nowman), of 8, Howard. 





































street, Strand, died on the 26th ult. The deceased was. 
the son of Mr. Finch Newman, who for some time 
held the office of City Solicitor, and was born in. 1825. 
He was admitted a solicitor in 1848, and practised 
at 14, Heathcoate-street, Mecklenburgh- square, and 
afterwards at 52, Doughty-street. At a later. date 
he joined Mr. Frederick Litid Nicholl and. Mr. Robert 
French Burnett at 18, Carey-street, and since their re- 

moval to 8, Howard-street Mr. Henry Manisty and Mr. 

Henry Frederick Nicholl have joined the firm. Mr, 
Newman’s business was very extensive, and he enjoyed 

the esteem of a large circle of clients and professional 

friends. Mr. Newman, says a correspondent, was one of 
those members of the profession who may be held up as a 

bright example of what a solicitor should strive to be. Of 

untiring energy and application, clear and decided on 

legal questions, using his sound common sense to his ut- 

most for the advantage of his clients, he inspired them 

with a confidence which made his advice eagerly sought 

after, while all those members of the profession who have 

come in contact with him, and especially the young and 

inexperienced, will bear in gratified recollection his un- 

varying patience, courtesy, and considerateness, his strict 

probity and good faith in all matters of business. 








Appututurents, Ete. 


Mr. George BoypDs tt, solicitor and proctor (of tho firm 
of Boydell, Taylor, and Flint), of Chester and Flint, has 
been appointed by the High Sheriff of Flintshire (Mr. 
Charles James Trevor Roper) to be Under-Sheriff of that 
county for the ensuing year. Mr. Boydell was admitted 
a solicitor in 1845, and is clerk to the county magistrates at 
Chester, and to the Commissioners of Taxes for the Broxton 
Division. 

The Hon. Hamitroy Jomn AyMmonpEsHamM CUFFE, 
barrister, has been appointed an Assistant Solicitor to the 
Treasury. Mr. Caffe is the second son of the third Earl of 
Desart, and was born in 1848. He was educated at Trinity 
College, Cambridge, and was called to the bar at the Inner 
Temple in Michaelmas Term, 1872. He is a member of 
the South-Eastern Circuit, and has acted as secretary to the 
Judicature Acts (Legal Offices) Commission. 

Mr, Joun TrREVELYAN Goprrey Fausserr, of the Prin- 
cipal Probate and Divorce Registry of the High Court of 
Judicature, has been appointed by the Right Hon. Sir 
James.Hannen to be Probate Registrar for the Lichfield 
District, in succession to the late Mr. William Fell, of 
Lichfield. 

Mr, Wit.taMm Oaityre Law, barrister, has been appointed 
to act as Government Prosecutor at Moulmein. Mr. Law 
was called to the bar at the Middle Temple iu Michaelmas 
Term, 1866. 

Sir CartstorHer Rozert Liguron, barrister, has been 
appointed a Magistrate for Herefordshire. ‘Sir C. R 
Lighton is the eldest son of the late Rev. Sir Christopher 
Robert Lighton. He was bora in 1948, and suceeeied his 
father in the baronetoy in 1875. He is a graduate of 
Trinity College, Cambridge, and was called to the bar 
at Lincoln’s-ina in Hilary Term, 1874, and he has practised 
as a conveyancer, being also a member of the Oxford 
Cirouit, 

Mr, Jou~ Marntorr, barrister, of Bombay, has been 
appointed Advooate~General for the Bombay Presidenay, 
ia succession te Mr, Andrew Rivhard Soodle, Q.C., resigaed. 
Mr. Marriott wascalled to the bar at the Midale Tempie ia 
Michaelmas Term, 1853, and has acted as a judge of the 
High Uourt at Bombay. . 


Mr, Wruntam Neatr, solicitor, of 4, Pinner’s Hall, OW 
Broad-street, has been appoiated a Commissioner to adminis- 
ter Oaths in the Supreme Court of Jadicature ian England, 


Sir Bryan O'Loeunen, barrister, has been appointed 
Attorney-General for the Colouy of Victoria, Sr Bo 
O'Loghlea is: the third son of the Right Hon, Sir Michael 
O'Loghlen, many years Master of the Rolls ia Ireland, 
He was born in 1828, and was called to the baria Ireland 
in 1856, and he has been for several years ia practice at 
Melbourne, and he succeaded to the baronetay last year, 
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on the death of his brother, the Right Hon. Sir Coleman 
O'Loghlen, Q.C. 


Mr, Patrick O’SuLutvan, barrister, of Madras, has been 
appointed Advocate-General for the Madras Presidency, in 
succession to Mr. Henry Stewart Cunningham, appointed a 
judge of the High Court of Judicature at Calcutta. Mr. 
O'Sullivan was called to the bar at Gray’s-inn in Hilary 
Term, 1864. 

Mr. James WILLIAM Smirtu, solicitor, of Deddington and 
Clifton, has been appointed a Commissioner to administer 
Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature in England. 

Mr. Writ1a4m Strep Ens, solicitor, of Presteign, bas been 
appointed by the High Sheriff of Radnorshire (Mr. William 
Thomas Moore) to be Under-Sheriff of that county for the 
ensuing year. Mr. Stephens was admitted a solicitor in 
1834, and is clerk of the peace and coroner for Radnorshire. 


Mr. Rosert Leycester Upron, solicitor, of Calcutta, 
hasbeen appointed to actas Government Solicitor at Calcutta. 





=F 


Zeqal Pews. 


At Bow-street Police-court on Saturday, in the adjourned 
case of Frederick W. Adams, solicitor, of Devereux-court, 
Temple, who was charged with a severe assault on George 
Robert Scott, a barrister’s clerk, the complainant (whose 
head was still bandaged from the wound inflicted) said that 
he desired to withdraw the charge, the matter having been 
settled out of court.—Mr. Flowers asked if the defendant 
was present, as it did not appear that he had surrendered 
to his recognizances.—The complainant said he had 
informed the defendant that it was not necessary to attend, 
as he desired to withdraw the charge.—Mr. Flowers doubted 
if this was at all the right thing to do if the complainant’s 
account of the affray was true, for it seemed to make out 
a very serious charge. However, he supposed that the 
amende honourable had been made in some way or other to 
the satisfaction of the complainant, so he had no alternative 
but to dismiss the case. 


On Friday, says the Times, a special meeting of the Court 
of Common Council was held at Guildhall, the Lord Mayor 
presiding. The officers and clerks’ committee, to whom it 
had been referred to consider the duties and emoluments of 
the office of common serjeant brought up a report on that 
subject. They stated they had had laid before them the 
reports adopted on the occasion of the last vacancy, in 1857, 
when the salary was fixed at £1,500 a year. In 1867 that 
salary was increased by £550 a year, the common serjeant 
then sitting as judge, in the absence of the recorder in the 
Mayor’s Court and ceasing to practise in that court. In 
1870, in consequence of the addition to the business in the 
Mayor's Court as the result of the passing of the Imprison- 
ment for Debt Act and County Courts Amendment Act, the 
salary was further increased to £2,550 a year. After a 
careful consideration of the questions involved in the refer- 
enee, and having due regard to the importance of the office, 
they were of opinion and recommended that the salary of 
the common serjeant should be £2,000 a year, whereof 
£500 should be chargeable upon the fees of the Mayor's 
Court paid into the chamber, and that he sheuld not be free 
to practise except upon retainer on behalf of the corporation, 
by order of the Court of Common Council, or receive and 
appropriate to his own use any fees outside his salary. The 
duties of the office, as they recommended, were that he 
should attend and sit at the Central Criminal Court and the 
Mayor's Court, that he should attend the meetings of the 
Livery and Common Hall, and that he should advise the 
Court of Common Council and its committees, and attend 
the Lord Mayor upon all public occasions. Mr. Taylor 
raoved as an amendment that the sa of the common 
serjeant te £1,500 per annom, of which £500 shall be 
chargeable upon the fees of the Mayor’s Court paid into the 
chamber, and that he be free to practise in the superior 
courts and to take arbitrations and references, due regard 
being had to the efficient discharge of the duties his 
office. The debate was continued by Mr. Innes, Mr. Beard, 
and Mr. Phillips, and in the result the Lord Mayor declared 
the original motion for the adoption of the report to have 
been carried by a large majority. 


On Monday « deputation from the Associated Chambers 





Bm 
of Commerce, consisting of Mr. Whitwell, M.P., Mr. Monk,, 
M.P., Mr. Hale, and Mr. Fithian, had an interview with 
Sir Charles Adderley, to urge the continuance of the Rail. 
way Commission and the extension of its powers. The fiye 
years for which the Railway Commission was appointed ex. 
os in November; but their powers, as defined by 

egulation of Railways Act, 1873, do not cease till “the 
end of the ensuing session of Parliament.” Mr. Whitwell 
M.P., said that chambers of commerce throughout the: 
country had met and agreed to suggest that a Bill should 
be introduced into Parliament for renewing the appointment 
of the Railway Commissioners, and giving them greater 
power for enforcing their orders, It would, no doubt, be. 
urged that there was no necessity for the continuance of the 
Railway Commission, because of late very little business 
had been done ; but the fact was that the railway com. 
panies had been settling with all parties seeking relief at 
the hands of the Railway Commissioners, in order to make 
out a case of non-necessity for the existence of the commig. 
sion, The chambers of commerce desired to have a similar 
jocus standi to that granted to corporations and local harbour: 
boards of appearing before the commissioners. Mr. Monk, 
M.P., said that the chambers had made other suggestions, 
One was that firms or individuals (subject to the decision of 
the commissioners as to the application of such firms or in- 
dividuals being a proper one to be submitted to them for 
adjudication) should have like power of demanding a through 
rate as is now given to any railway company. The word 
‘*facilities” was constantly occurring in the Act, and they 
thought it was desirable to put it in the interpretation clause, 
By clause 9 of the Railway and Canal Traffic Act, ‘Any 
difference to which a railway company or canal company is 
a party may, on the application of the parties to the differ- 
ence, and with the assent of the commissioners, be referred to 
them for their decision.” Now, they suggested that differ. 
ences might be referred to the commissioners on the applica- 
tion of either of the partics, for at present it required the 
assent of both. By clause 11, section 5, power was given to 
the commissioners to a]low or refuse a rate, but no power is 
given to them to modify or vary it, and this latter power 
the chambers desired to seein any proposed Bill. Sir Charles 
Adderley, in reply, said that the suggestions should receive 
his careful consideration, and that probably a Bill on the 
subject would shortly be introduced into the House of Lords. 
The deputation then withdrew. 
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County Courts. 


LEEDS. 
(Before Mr. Serjeant Trspau ATKrINson, Judge.) 


March 11,—Zhompson y. London and North Western Railway 
Company. 
Passenger’s luggage—Samples of cloth carried by commercial 
. nies erdin—Mabdeatine. : 

In giving judgment his Honour said—The plaintiff in 
this action seeks to recover damages from the defendants 
arising from the delay caused by the temporary loss of a 
case containing samples of cloths used by him as a commer- 
cial traveller for the purpose of obtaining orders for his 
employers. On the 4th of December last the plaintiff took 
a ticket at the defendants’ booking-office at Leeds for Mac- 
clesfield. On arriving at Stalybridge the case could not be 
found, and the plaintiff proceeded on his journey to 
clesfield, and after remaining there a day and two nights 
the case and its contents were returned to him. On this 
state of facts Mr. Thompson, the defendant’s counsel, con- 
tends that the plaintiff has no cause of action, on the 
ground that the nang, being merchandise, and no notice 
of that fact having been given to the company, there was 
no contract to carry. In answer to this, Mr. West 
submits that the samples in question were carried by 
the plaintiff to be used by him for the purposes of the jour- 
ney, and not being intended for sale constituted personal 
and ordinary luggage, The distinction between what is 
ordinary personal luggage and what is merchandise has o@ 
several occasions occupied the attention of the superior 
courts, In the case of Phelps v. The London and North 
Western Railway Company, 34. L, J, 0. P. 259, it was 
that documents and bank-notes taken ona journey by a 
attorney to be used at a trial ina county court were 
ordinary luggage, and that the carrier was not liable for 
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their loss, Chief Justice Erle observing that these things 
not being for the personal use of the passenger, but taken 
by him in his capacity of attorney, for the service of 
another person, the defendant was not to be held respon- 
sible for the loss. In Hudston v. The Midland Railway 
Company, Mr. Justice Lush stated ‘‘ that it is extremely 
difficult to frame such a definition of whatis personal lug- 
e as shall embrace everything which can come within 
fhe meaning of the words, or which is not excluded by 
them.” In that case it was held that a child’s toy, or 
rocking horse, was not personal luggage, and the privilege 
of being allowed of-carrying a certain weight of personal 
luggage free of charge does not extend to merchandise ; that 
is, things intended for sale, nor to articles carried for 
profit ; that is, where the person who carries them makes 
@ profit ont of them, although the article itself might, 
ander other circumstances, come under the definition 
“personal luggage.” This view is further supported by 
the language of the Lord Chief Justice Cockburn in 
Macron v. The Great Western Railway Company, 40 L. J. 
Q, B. 304. In that case the court held that, although a 
single pair of sheets taken by a traveller for his own use 
on & journey might fairly be considered personal luggage, 
yet a number of articles of the same kind intended, not 
for the use of the traveller on his journey, but for the use 
of the householder, was not personal luggage, “ the term 
personal luggage being confined to that which is personal 
tothe passenger, and carried for his own use and con- 
venience: it follows that what is carried for the purpose 
of business, such as merchandise or the like, would not 
come within the description of ordinary luggage, unless 
accepted as such by the carrier.” Apart from these 
authorities, the facts of the present case bring it within 
the decision of Cahill v. The London and North-Western 
Railway Company, 30 L. J. 289, affirmed in the Exchequer 
Chamber, 31 L. J. 271. There a box contained partly 
samples of articles sold by the employer of the plaintiff, 
4 perfumer, and partly other articles to be used by the 
plaintiff as samples, a portion of which he was at liberty 
to sell if required by the customer. The question to be 
determined was whether the plaintiff was entitled to 
recover for the loss of the box and its contents or any part 
thereof. The package as in the present case contained 
nothing in the nature of wearing apparel or property 
coming within the description of personal luggage, but the 
court made no distinction between samples that were not 
tobe sold and articles that might be, but treated the 
whole as merchandise, Mr. Justice Willes saying, ‘‘The 
passenger paying the fare for his ticket must be taken, 
according to common sense and ordinary experience, to 
contract for himself and his ordinary personal luggage. 
You can no more extend this contract to anything beyond 
the ordinary personal luggage than you can extend it to a 
man’s entire wolrdly possessions.” It appears to me that 
the only possible way in which the facts of that case and 
the present can be distinguished is, that the box in the 
former contained samples of perfumery which the plaintiff 
could sell to purchasers if required, whereas here the 
samples of cloth were only to be used to procure orders, 
and from their size and comparatively little commercial 
value, could not become the objects of sale. With regard 
tothis the eminent advocate, now a distinguished judge, 
Mr. Lush, drew no such distinction. The question for 
the opinion of the court was whether the plaintiff was 
entitled to recover for the loss of the box and its contents, 
or any part thereof; and, notwithstanding these latter 
words, “any part thereof,” no attempt was made to dis- 
tinguish between samples that were not for sale and 
thatsamples might be sold. The decision turning upon 
the point raised in the pleadings, namely, whether the 
defendants had notice that the box contained merchandise, 
and had thereby rendered themselves liable for ite loss, 
the court and the counsel in the case assumed through- 
out the argument that what the box contained was mer- 
chandise, With these decisions before mo, I can come to 
no other conclasion than that the plaintiff's leathern ofse 
consisted of merchandise, and was not personal luggage, 
and that the defendants had no notice it was merchandise. 
At the same time I feel it right to say that there 
Was no attempt by the plaintiff, by concealment 
o otherwise, pass the samples off upon the 
Company as personal luggage, but that he honestly 





believed that what he was carrying was ordinarily 
treated by railway companics whose lines he and other com- 
mercial travellers traversed as personal Inggage. There 
must, therefore, be judgment for the defendants. His 
Honour added that he would give the plaintiff right to 
appeal, if he thought it necessary to raise what might be a 
very important question, considering the great number of 
travellers in this district who carried that- which was not 
evidently personal luggage, but which was not inquired into,. 
but carried as personal luggage. 

Verdict for defendants. 

West, barrister, for the plaintiff. 

Vincent Thompson, barrister, for the defendants. 








Leqislatianw of the Weck. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
MARCH 28.—ROYAL ASSENT. 

The Royal assent was given by commission to the fol- 
lowing Bills :—Consolidated Fund (No. 2) Act, 1878;. 
Brighton Aquarium (Capital) Act, 1878 ; Royal Bank of 
Scotland Officers’ Widows’ Fund Amendment Act, 1878 ; 
Aspinwall’s Patent Act, 1878; Birkenhead, Chester, and 
North Wales Railway (Abandonment) Act, 1878; Bodmin 
and Wadebridge and Delabole Railway (Amendment) Act, 
1878 ; and the Cornwall Mineral and Bodmin and Wade- 
bridge Junction Railway (Abandonment) Act, 1878. 

MARCH 29.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 

Private Brtis.—Bangor Local Board, East Norfolk 
Railway, and Sevenoaks Water. 

BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 

Private Brits.—Llanelly Harbour and Burry Naviga- 
tion Commissioners, Bermondsey Vestry, Newnham Bridge, 
and the Limavady and Dangiven Railway. 

BILL PASSED THROUGH COMMITTEE. 
Matrmontat Causes. 
APRIL 1—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 

Private Bitts.—Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincolnshire 
Railway, Southport Water, Swindon, Marlborough, and 
Andover Railway. 

Metiny. 
BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 

Private Bri.ts.—Littleport and Downham District, York 
United Gas. 

BILL PASSED THROUGH COMMITTEE. 
Pustic Barus anp WaASHHOUSES. 


APRIL 2.—BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 


Private Bitts.— Burton-upon-Trent Commissioners,. 
Exeter Corporation Water, Hartlepool Gas and Water, 
Brading Harbour District Gas, 


BILL PASSED THROUGH COMMITTEE. 
Mutiny. 
BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 
PrivaTE Bitt,—Bala and Festiniog Railway. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
MARCH 28.—BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
Parvats Bitts.—Charnwood Forest Railway (Deviations, 
&c.), Durham Water, Legal and General Life 
Society, Staines and West Drayton Railway. 
BILLS PASSED THROUGH COMMITTEE. 
Mutiny. Msrroronis Manacemant anp Buitprxe Acts 
AMENDMENT, _ 
BILL READ A FIRST TIME, 

Bitts or ExcuanGk.—A Bill to declare the law relating: 
to the acceptance of bills of exchange. (Sir J. Lubbock.) 
MARCH 29.—BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
Mutiny. Facrorres AND WorksHoPs. 


BILL PASSED THROUGH COMMITTEE. 
Marines Morir, 
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April 1.—-BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 
Brutus or Excuanee (Accerrance). 
BILL READ A THIRD TIME. 
Marie Moriy, 
BILL READ A FIRST TIME. 
ApvuLrERatTion—A Bill to amend the. Adulteration of 
Seeds Act (1869). (Mr. C. Read.) 

APRIL 2.—BILLS READ A THIRD TIME, 


PrivaTE Britts.—Dalton-in-Farness. Local Board, Deal 
Waiter, East Grinstead Gas and Water, Market Deeping 
Railway, South Hants Water. 








Court Papers. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rota oF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Court oF 

Date. PEAL. 

Satur?ay, April 6Mr. Holdship Mr. Ward 
Monday ...... 8 Pemberton Koe King 

Tuesday ...... 9 Clowes Farrer 
Wednesday.... 10 Koe King 
Thursday .... 11 W Clowes Farrer 
Sg | RNS T Pemberton Koe King 


V.C.Bacoxy. V.C. Haun. Mr. Justice 


Fry. 
Saturday, April 6Mr, Koe Mr. King Mr. Latham 
ODdAaY ssevce Latham Merivale 
Tuesday ...... 9 Leach Milne 
Wednesday.... 10 Latham Merivale 
Thursday .... 11 Leach i Milne 


ere Latham Merivals 


Murase on THE V.C. Mains, 


Mr. Milne 





SALES OF ENSUING WEEE. 


April 9.—Wattrr Kyicut, at the Mart, freehold pro 
(see advertisement, this week, p- 4). : dled 

April 10, and 11.--Rozert Rem, at the Mart, freehold estates 
(cee advertisement, this week p. 436). 

April 12.—Norrton, Trist, Watney, & Co., three properties 
(see advertisement, this week, p. 4). 

Apail 11.—C. C. & T. Moore, at the Mart, freehold, copyhold, 
end leasehold properties (see advertisement, this week, p. 436) 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 
April. 4, 1878. 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS, 
3 por Cent. Consols, 945 Annuities, April, ’85, 95 
Litto for Account, May, 94g Do. (Red Sea T.) Ang. 1968 
Do. 3 per Cent. Reduced, 933 Ex Bills ,21000, 24 per Ct. 7 pm. 
New 3 per Cent., $33 Ditto, £500, Do, 7 pm. 
Do. 34 perCent., Jan, ’%4 
D>, 24 perCent., Jan. 94 
D> 5 per Cent,, Jan.’73 
Annuities, Jan. ’60 


| Ditto, 2100 & £26v,7 pm. 
| Bank of England Stock, 
| Ditte for Account. 


RAILWAY STOOK, 
Railways. 





Pald.| Closing Price. 
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Bock Great Eastern Ordinary S20Ck seorescorseoseeers 
Stock Great Southern and Western of Irciand ....,. 
Stock Great Western—Original,...rccseccscoerersserceees 
Stock Cand Yorkshire ....--cc ’ 
Stock London, Brighton, and South Coast 
Stock 9 OE DOVE bs creccees 
Stock London and Morth-Wester i .oscccseorse 
Stock London and fouth Western........ 08 

' Beeld, 4 TARO pecscosee eer 
tan j 
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* bh teceives 06 Gividen4 wath 6 per cont, has been paid wh 
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INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES.. 


Ind Stk.,5 per Cent.,July, "80,14 ; Enf.Pr.54 per Cnt., May, 90 
Ditto for Account, — - Ditto Debentures, 4 per Cent, 
Ditto 4 per Ceat., Ock, ’88, 1002 April, ’64 

Ditto, ditto, Certificates — Do.Do,5 per Cent,, Aug. 73 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,4 por Cent. 82}' Do. Bonds, 4 per Cent. £1000 
nd Enf.Pr,, 5 per C., Jan,’72 | Ditto, ditto, under £1000 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTHS. 
Exrpripce—April 3, at 2, Enijlesham-villas, Balham, S.W,, 
the wife of John R. Eldridge, solicitor, of a daughter. 
MacmErxan—April 2, at Leamington roai-villas, Bayswater, 
the wife of John A. Macmeikan, barrister-at-law, of a 
daughter. 
Rosrnson—March 30, at 5, Markhem-square, Chelsea, the 
wife of T. J. Robinson, solicitor, of a son. 
Sturton—March 26, at Holbeacb, Lincolnshire, the wife of 
John Phipps Stuiton, solicitor, of a daughter, 


MARRIAGE. 
MeyaickE—CLERK—April 2, at St. George’s, Campden-hill; 
R. H. Meyricke, of the Inner Temple, to Kate Carswell, 
daughter of the late James Clerk, Glasgow. 


DEATHS. 

Bayxz1s—March 30, at 4, Brunswick-villas, Kew, Mr. Charles 
Baylis, solicitor, of 25, Coleman-street, E.C., aged 57. 

Homrray—March 25, at Cliftonville, Brighton, Popkin Hom- 
fray, solicitor, late of Calcutta, aged 81. 

LonGMoRE—March 27, at Bath, Matthew Skinner Longmore, 
pry under-sheriff of Herts, and town clerk of Hertford, 
aged 50. 

MacKenzie—Marck 31, at 9, Edith-road, Peckham, Georg 
MacKenzie, solicitor, aged 77. 

Orraway—April 2, at 34, Westbourne-place, Cuthbert John 
Ottaway, barrister-at-law, of the Inner Temple, aged 28. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved, 
Fripay, Mar 29, 1878. 
Walters, Laundy, and William Frederick Gush, Finsbury circus, solici« 
tors. Feb 15 
Winding up of Joint Stock Companies, 
Fripay, Mair, 29, 1878, 
Liumtreo in Caancery. 

Crumlin Viaduct Works Company, Limited.—The M.R. has by an order 
dated Mar 7, appointed James Waddell, Queea Victoria st, to be 
official liquidator. Creditors are required, cn or before May 1, to 
send their names and addresses, ani the particulars of their d:bis or 
claims to the above, and crediiors resident at the Cape of Good 
Hope, on or before June 3. Wednesday, May 15, at 11 is appointed 
for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

Hercules Insurance Company, Liwit:d.—V.C. Malins has by an order 
dated Feb 1, appointed James Casley Benwell, King st, Cheapsie, 
to be official liqvidator 

Trades Bank, Limited —The M.R. has by an order dated Feb lb 
appointed William Cornish Coop2r, King’s Arms yard, to be offic 
liquidator 

Victoria Coal and Iron Company (Swansea Vale), Limited.—Poetition 
for winding up, presented Mar 2s, directed tu be heard before V.0, 
Bacon, on April 6. Curtis and Batts, South sq, Gray’s ian, solicitors 


for the petitioner 
Tvuzepay, April 2, 1878. 
Limited In CBANCERI, 

Daventry and Heathaapsegee Brewery Company, Linited.—By an 
order made by the M.R, dated Mar 23, it was ordered that tho avove 
company be wound up, Learoyd and Oo, Albion chambers, Moor- 
gate, solicitors for the petitioner 

Leeds Bottled Ale and Stout Company, Limited.—Tie M.R. has, by an 
order dated Mar 26, appointed Charlies Beevers, Commercial st, 
Leeds, to be official liquidator 

8. nitary Carbon Company, Limited.—The M,R. haa, by an order dated 
Dec 12, yar William Wootten Woodman, Queen Vic oria st 
to be official liq sidator 

West of England Pale Alo Brewery Company, Limited.—Petit'on for 
winding up, presented Mar 24, directed to be heard before V.0. 
Malins, on April 12. Ti-dale, Essex st, Strand, solicitor to the petie 

fone 


tloner 

Wirth Freres et Cle, Limited. ~By an order made by the M.R. dated 
Mar 23, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up. of the above 
company be contioned, Baileys aud Uo, Berners st, solicitors for the 
petitioners 

Untamitep is CHANCERY. 
Fawax, Mar, 19, 1878. 

Farcham and Netley Railway Company,— Petition for winding up, 
sented Mar 25, directed to be heard before V.C, Bacon, on April 6, 
Best and Co, Hevex #’, Strand, solicitors for the petitioner 


Tvuespay, April 2, 1678, 

Albion Life Assurance Society. —V.U. Malins has, by and order dated 
Mar |, appointed Frederick Bertram Smart, Cannon sty to be official 
liquidator, Creditors ace required on or belare May 1), to send their 
names and addrowes, and the ; articulars of tuoir debts or claims to 
the above. Tuesday, May 21, at 12, is appointed for hearing and 





adjudicating upon the debts and ¢ anes 
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Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Tuespay, April 2, 1878. 
tural Labourers’ Friendly Society, Mr. Spicer’s rooms, Silver 


st, Worcester. Mar 27 is : 
Amicable Female Friendly Society, Boar’s Head Inn, Leigh, Lancaster. 


Mar 26 
Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fripay, March 22, 1878, 

Bostock, Funny, Cliffe Park, Stafford. April19. Holds worth v Bes- 
tock, M.R. Reade, Congleton 

Clark, William, Camden row, Camberwell, Gert. April 22, Simner 
yClark, M.R, Congreve, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

Cohen, Barnett, Mile End rd, Gent. Aprill5. King v Emanuel, V.C. 
Malins. Pass, Queen st, Cheapside 

Crawshay, Edward, Thorpe, Leicester, Esq. May 1. 
Stratford, V.C. Hall. Underwood, Chancery lane 

Gaved, John, St ‘Mewan, Oornwall, Ciay Merchant. April 17. Tipper 
yGaved, V.C. Hall. Gill, Ludgate hill 

Hay, Hen'y Hodgson Ogle, Kishopwearmouth, Durham, Physician. 
April 12, Farrcw v Wilscn, V.C. Hall, Skinner, Sanderland . 

, Jesse Maria, Dublin, [reland. April 25. Fry v Fell, V.C. 

Malins. Fry, Lower Mount st, Dublin 

lake, Mary Ann, Bemerton st, Caledonian rd. April 17. Harrison v 
Sheldon, V.C, Malins — 

Lottae, Lord George William, Mount st, Grosvenor sq. April 30. 
Blisset v Loftus, V.C. Hall. Manning, Great George st, Westminster 

Moger, Thomas, Gray’sinn rd. April 20. Moger v Moger, V.O. Hall. 
Fletcher and Co, Staple inn 

Monisey, Emma Elizabeth, Stafford. Apr.130. Moulsey v Moulsey, 
V.C. Hall. Everett, Stafford 

North, James, Spencer rd, Kentish Town. Aoril 30. Frost v North, 
MLR. May and Co, Adelaide place, Lon‘on Bridga 

Owen, William, Holyhead, Anglesea, Draper. April 20. 
Owen, V.C. Malins. Barher, Holyhead 

Priestley, John, Bradford, York, Chemist. Apcil 28, Lodge v Priest- 
ley, V.C. Malins, Atkinson, Bradford 

Ramsay, Ebenezsr John, Oolomb», Island of Ce,lor, Surgeon. May 
2, Ramsay v Ramsay, V.C. Hall. Gorton and De Fivas, Bedford 


Crawshay v 


Owen v 


Tow 
Redwood, Isaac, Caewern, Glamorgan, E:q. April 20. Davies v 
Davies, M.R. Morgan, Neath 
Shaw, Joun, Mansfie!d, Nottingham. April 30. V.C. 
Hail. Handley, Mansfield 
Turner, Martha, Bramley, Leeds. April20.  Baraes v Huinsworth, 
V.C, Hall. Booth, Leeds 
TvxspaY, March 26, 18728, 
Collinson, Henry, Devonshire plice, Portland place, Esq. April 24. 
Cottos v Collinson, V.C. Malins. Morgan, Old Jewry chambers 
Dunlop, John, Cromwell crescent, Kensington, Esq. Mayl. Bruce v 
Bruce, V.C. Hall. Storey, King’s rd, Bedford row 


Shaw v Shaw, 


0% Robert, Fordham, Cambridge, Gent. May 1. Hall y Ratcliffe, 


0. - Hustwick, Soham 
Morewood, Charles Rowland Palmer, Alpeton Hall, Derby. April 20, 
Errington v Morewood, V.C. Malins. Smith, New sq, Lincoln's ian 
Philipps, Posthumous Richard, Bailyseivi, Carmarthen, Gent. April 
%. Jones v Norton, M.R, Thomas, Carmarthea 
Richardson, Wiliam, Grantham placa, Oid Keat rd, Gent. April 30. 
Richardson v Richardsow, V.C, Hall. Simson, Great George st, 
Westminster 
Robinson, Sarah, Strand, Eating house kespers. April 20. 
Brown, V.C, Malins. Hicks, Wellington st, Strand 
Teanby, William Alvey, Haxey, Lincoln, Drapor, April 23. Beldan 
Teanby, Carter lane, Doctor’s co a A 
y 1. 


Uptoa v 


vTeanby, V.C. Malins, 
Walker, Henry, Mirfield, York, Woollen Manufacturer, 
Walker y Walker, V.C. Hail. Emmet, Ha!ifax 


Fripay, March 29, 1878, 
Bairstow, John, Queensbury, York, Machiue Maker, 
Halifax Joint Stock Banking O») v Bairstow, V.O. Malins. 
» Halifax 


April. 30. 
Long- 
Gl ter, Farmer. April29. Boughton 
ie, Newnham 
» Mary Ann, Tunbridge Wells, Kent, May 1. Lechley v 
Smith, V.C. Hall. Oripps, Tanbrid ge Wells 
Giddoas, Phillips, Bardney, Lincoln, Gent. April 10. Gibbons ¥ 
Gibbons, M.R. Boulton, Gresham buildings, Basinghall st 
Hunt, Emily Eliza, Richmond, Surrey. April 18. Hunt v Greenhough, 
V.0, Bacon. Reeve, Gray's inn sq 
Keen, John Joseph, Maitland Park villas, Haverstock hill, Gent, April 
Keens y Keene, MR. Carr and Oo, Vigo st, Regent st 
Mary Anne, Carshalton, Surrey, April 80. Bailey v Vinden, 
¥.0. Malins. Woodroffe; Great Dover st, Borough 
Kenwick, Thomas Graham, Monkwearmouth, Durham, May 1. 
MeKenzie v Kenwick, V.C. Hall, MoKenzio, Sunderiand 
Maclean, William, Hereford. May 4. V.C. Hall, Plater, Golden sq 
t, Arthur Dorrington. May 10. Borgeroua v Niblett, V.C. 
Malins, Macarthur, John st, Bedford row 
Singleton, Mary Brougham, Neweastle-upon-Tyne. Mayl. Plumpton 
Yilumpton, V.0, Malins, Fairclough, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
¢, Clement, Calcutta, India, Solicitor. April 30. St John v Smate, 
©, Bacon, Crowder, Lincoin’s inn flelds 


Creditors under 22 & 28 Viot. cap, 35, 


Last Day of Claim. 
arnit Tusa Day, Mar, 19, 1878, 
tnd ee or William, Loods, Cloth Finisher, Sept!. Dunning 


vy 
Ball, Mary Ano, Orrell, Lancashire, Farmor. Aprill® We'ghtand 
’ 

Beton, Edmund Martin, Coleman st, Wool Warehousskooper. Apzeil 
Drake and Son, Gloak ano Cannon st 
Belton William, Chovet, nr Waketield, Farmer, April 13, Lake, 

Sent, Honry Walter, Farnborough, Hants, Esq. M Y 
Morgan, & wid rough, » Esq. ay !. Neleon and 


tran 
Bridger, Sarah, Liss, Hants, May 14, Eve, Aldershot 








ss age 2 fork, Upper Bedford place, Russell sq. April 20. Stevens and 

‘o, Witham 

Butcher, William, No:wich, Esq. May 18. Blake and Co, Norwieh 

Carafa, Carlo Alberto Proto, Prince della Guardia, Naples, Apri a 
ee -_ Sov Seomaeeeie st a == 

Clark, James, Chesterfie! ine Merchant. May 1. §h 
Hallewell, Chesterfisid 2 < atmcent 

Clay, Richard, sen, Avenue House, Muswell Hill, Esq. May 1. 
ton and Morris, Lambeth hill, Queen Vic:oria st 

Derbyshire, Lea, Cheetham, Manchester, Mercantile Clerk. 
Hadfield, Manchester ; 

Dickson, Edward, Liverpool, Geant. May 1. Bartley, Liverpool 

Duncalf, Thomas, Burslem, Provision Dealer. Aprii20, Tomkiason 
and Furnival, Bursl:m 

Fayrer, Sarah, Chester. April 25. Tibbits and Sons, Chester 

— William, Olney st, Walworth rd, Builder, May15. Godden, 


me st 

Good, Edward, sen, Great Saffron hill, Holborn, Warehouseman. Mar 
30. Edwaré Good, Walpole st, New Cross 

— John, Southampton, Builder. April 13. Sharp and Co, South- 
awpton 

Jervis, Sarah, Wigan. April 12. Wright and Aopleton, Wigan 

J ag ——- Stamford rd, Fulham, Geat. April2c. Jonas, Bruton 
st, Bond st 

Lacey, Samuel, Vassall rd, Brixton, Chemist. April 6. Taylor and Soa, 


Field court. Gray’s inn 
Lees, Reuben, Stalybridge, Cheshire, Gent. April 13. Buckley and 


Miller, Stalybridge 
Littlewood, Sarah, Shoffivid. May 7. Bu -dekio and Co, Shefizld 
Macdonald, Elizabeth Reb:eca, Clarendon rd, Kensington. May 14. 
O’ Neill, King William st 
Mes-iter, Edward, Queensborcuzh terrace, Bayswater, General H M’s 
Indian Army. April 30. Oldershaw and Son, King’s Arms yard, 
Moorgate st 
Parker, George Field, Plymouth. Naval Instructor iaR.N. April 1S. 
Woodhead, Charing Cross, Westmiaster 
April 30, 
Jur 1, 


Mun- 
May 1. 


Plant, David, Brierley Hill, S:affurd, Licensed Victualler. 
Clolow, Brierley Hill 

Renshaw, Wi'liam, Chectham, Manchester, G-eengcocer, 
Rylance and Barker, Manchester 

Richie, Charlotte Augusta, Rue Lavoisier, Paris. May 15. Morice, 
Serjeant’s inn, Fleet st 

Soden, Arthur, Leamiagton, Innkeeper. May 13. Wright and Hassail, 
Leamington 

Stennett, Charles, Upper Heathfield ter, Turnham Green, Gent. Jane 1. 
Hubbard, London Joiat Stock Bank chambers, West Smithfieii 

Turrer, Matilda, Haslingden, Lancashire. April 10. Hall and Son, 
Accrington ; 

Upham, Mary Ann, Sne I’s Park, Edmonton. Aprilll. Cattiin, Werme 
wood st, Old Broad st 

Wadsworth, William, Beeston, Nottingham, Gent. Aoril30. Barton, 
and Co, Nottinghan 

— Hannah, Niithrop, Banbury. April 8. Kilby and Mace, 

janbury 

Whitehouse, James Hemming, Ipsley Court, Warwick, Esq. May 1. 
Couchman, Henley-in-Arden 

Wintle, Robert Heury, East Moulssy, Esq. Juael. 

» Threadneedie st . 

Woodin, Samuel, Old Bond st, Picture Dealer. May 30. Campball aad 
Co, Warwick st, Regent st 

Woolfa Richard, Worcester, Solicitor. May 20. Jeffery, Worcester 


Fripay, Mar. 22, 1$78. 
Baker, Johv, Liverpoo', Perfamer. May 10. Thoraely and Dismore, 
Liverpool ; 
Bates, Felix, Balham, Surrey, Gent. May 13. Child, Paul's Bake- 
house court, Doctors’ commons 
Benson, Joseph Al'red, Westbourne crescent, Hyde park, Bank Clerk, 
May 17. Brooks and Co, Godliman st, Doctors’ Commons 
Burn, Avgusta Sopbia, St James’s st, Tailor. April25. Richards, 


Warwick st, Regent st 
Daker, Jchr, Scarcroft, York, Gardener. April 13. Mawson, Leeds 
Denning, James. Hinckley, Canterbury, I:onmonger. June XM. 
Piummer and Fielding, Canterbury 
Faithfull, Sarah Maria, Brighton, Sussex. April 30. Faithful’, West- 
mins:er chambers, Victoria st 
Fielder, Hetty, Croydon. May 1. Rowland, Croydoa 
Frost, David, Sheldon, Derby, Farmer. May 24. Cutts, Caesterfeld 
George, Mary, Ciaphamrd. May 20, Eudiott, Verulam buiidiag:, Gray's 


inn 
Green, Thomas, Hinton rd, Brixton,Siater. April$0. Lawrence, God- 


liman st 
Hamilton, Mary Anne, Seymour st, Hyde park. May 10, Tweedie, 
May 1. 


Wortswoerih and 


Lincoln’s ina flelds 

Hardley, Jobn Jesse, Mansfield, Nottingham, Solicitor, 
Handiey aud Radford, Mansfield 

Hearn, James, Harbiedewn, Kent, Farmer. July 6. Plammer aad 
Fielding, Canterbury 

Johnson, Joseph, Berkeley Court, Cheltenham, May 20, 


Eades and Son, The Abbey, Evesham 
— oy Woedside, York, Gent. May 15. Broomhead and 
» She@eld 

Jones, Frederick Charles, Blackfriars rd, Sargeon, May 20. Farmer 
and Robins, Pancras lane 

Meakin, Henry James, Shobnall Grange, nr Burton-upon-Treat, Far- 
mer, May 6. Richardson and Small, Burton-upoa-Treat 

Ness, John, Helmsley, York, Surgeon. May 20. Ware, York 

Parkinson, James, Liverpool, Qotten Broker. April2é Rowley aad 


Co, Manchester 
Perry, Richard, Hampstead rd, Zinc Worker. April2@, Ottaway, 
Aprill4. Simpson 


Essex st, Surand 
Alterd, Crew- 
erne 
Price, se Dakes, Swindoa, Hotel Keeper, May 25, 


Bs. 


Pose) Speman, Trinity st, Southwark, Gent, 
Townsend, 
Swindon 


and Palmer, Three Crown square, Southwark 
my att, John, Winsham, Somerset, Yeoman. April 16, 

Studd, Kdward Mortlcok, Oxton, Devon, Lieut-Gen, Mayl. Prederie® 
Jol! ite Bayly, Bath 
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May 13. 
April 30. Gray, 
Buck and 


Tustins, Mary, Somerford park, nr Congleton, Cheshire, 


* Jameon, Verulam buildings, Gray’s inn 

Twite, James, Longford, Licensed Victualler. 
St Pau’’s buildings, Paternoster row 4 

Walker, Christopher Bland, Preston, Gent. April 20. 
Dickson, Preston 

Ward, Thomas Wi'liam, Wallbank, Cheshire, Farmer. May 10. Smith, 
Stockport si i 

Waters, George, Damerham, Wilts, Yeoman. April24. Davy, Rinz- 


wo! 

Weld, Edward Joseph, East Lu!worth, Dorset, Esq. May 20. Palmer 
and Co, Trafalgar square, Charing Cross 

Wilson, John, Bishop Auckland, Gent. Mar 28. William Crawford, 
sen, Bishop Auckland i 

Wormald, John, Aldmonbury, nr Huddersfield, Retired Saddler. April 
16, Dyson, Huddersfield 

Yonge, Kev William We'lington, White Waltham, Berks, May 1. 
Radcliffe and Co, Craven st, Charing Cross 


Tuespay, Mar. 26, 1878, 
Bannerman, Mary, St John’s Wood rd. April23. Dimond and Son, 
Henrietta st, Cavendish square 
Belton, William, Chevet, York, Farmer. April 13. Lake, South- 
te 
Bigs, William, Cuckfield, Sussex, Gent. May1. Waugh, Cuckfield 
Byle:t, Ano, Waddiogtoo, Surrey. May 1. Child, William st, Albert 
gate 
Cartan, William, Queen's rd, Bayswater, Lieut-Col. May 6. Capron 
and Co, Savile plaee, Conduit st 
Carver, Richard Vincent, Sloane st, Chelsea, Coal Merchant. June 1. 
Child, William st, Albert gate 
Cosper, William, Henfield, Sussex, Machinist. April 20. Cripps, jun, 
jteyning 
Crawford, Isabe'la, Wilton terrace, Acton. Pickett and 
Mytton, King’s Bench walk, Temple 
Curtis, Henry William, Malvern road villas, Kilburn Park, Tailor. 
May 26. Burn, Bell yard 
Darley, Henry, Porches:er square, Captain H.M’s Service. April 23. 
Dimond and Son, Henriztta st, Cavendish square 
Dent, William, Martin’s lane, Cannon st, Esq. 
and Hayward, Bishonsgate st Within 
Downham, Charles, Chipperham, Wilts, I ger. 
niger and Co, Chippenham 
Dyne, William Wilkins, St Leonards-on-Sea, Esq. May 1. Prior and 
Co, Lincoln’s-inn-fields 
Egleton, Martha, Oxford terrace, Hyde park. May 11. Pike and Son 
Old Burlington st 
Ey, Anthony, Hempsted, Gloucester, Farmer. May10. Jonesand 
ichards, Glouces‘er 
yo rae Brighton, Esq. May2. Freskfieldsand Williams, Bank 
in 
ye eer Joshua, Bourn, Cambridge, Farmer. May 1. Bradley, 
ridge 
Hempson, Mary Anne, Conningham rd, Shepherd's Bush. April 29. 
Downing, Ba-inghall st 
Hoadley, Caroline, Maidstone. April15. Stenning, Maidstone 
Humphrey, William Desterling, Swansea, Tea Merchant. April 8. 


iams, Swansea 
Jefferies, Emma, Birmingham, Brassfounder. Barber, Bir- 


mingham 

Johnson, Frederick Hardwick, Titchfield st, Soho, Metal Merchant. 
May 1}. Garrard and Co, Suffolk st, Pall Mall 

Jones, Oliver Johr, Rheol!, Glamorgan, Rear-Admiral,R.N. April 23. 
Dimond and Son, H+ nrietta st, Cavendish square 

Jall, William, Staplehurst, Gent. Sept 20. Monckton and Co, Maid- 


stone 

Kirkby, Sarah, Maes-y.reuadd, Merioneth. June6. Phillips and 
Sons, Plymouth 

Lucas, Charles, Brighton, Gent. May 18, Maydwell, Brighton 

Maberly, Rey Thomas Astley, Cuckfizid Vicarage, Sussex. May |. 
Waugh, Cuckfie'd 

Malham, William, Scarborough, Shoemaker. April 24. Calvert, 
Searboroogh 

Mason, William, East Bridgford, Nottingham, Cabinet Maker. April 
15. Carter, Nottingham 

Moore, Thomas, Milton-next-Gravesend, Kent. My1. Pendergast, 
Commetcial rd 

Neville, Benjamin, St Juliane rd, Kilburn, Gent. Junel. Perkins 
and Weston, G:ay’sinn squara 

Paull, George Johns, Silter’s Hill, Upper Norwood, Builder. May1. 
Champion and Co, Ironmonger lane 

re, Suran, Ponsonby place, Millbank. April20. Pinniger and 
, Chippenham 

Rassell, Edward, Walsall, Gas Tube Manufac!urer. May 18. Duignan 
and Co, Walsall 

Semon, Charles Samuel Joseph, Broughton Hall, York, Esq. April 27, 
Atkinson, Bradford 

Snell, a, Nightingale lane,Clapham, Gent. April 30. Clarkson, 

ery jane 

Sulman, Martha Sarah, Hildrop cottege, Camden Town. April 27. 
Bell and Co, Queen Victoria st 

John, Booth Town, Halifax, Brewer. May. Rhodes, Hali- 


Fripay, Mar, 29, 1678. 


Allan, William, Gas Works, Manchester, Gate Keeper. June 20, 
Bond, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Bailey, ese Aes Edgbaston, Warwick, May 1, Martineau and 


m 
Barlow, George, Coleshill st, Eston sq, Major in the Royal Lancashire 
Militia, Shy 1, Bowers and Cotton, Ohancer: leno” 


May 18. 


Jane 24, Trinders 
May 1. Pin- 





May |. 


Bradbury, Sam, Levenshulme, nr Manchester, Gent. May 31. Bod- 
dington and Ball, Manchester 
Cail, Benjamin, Mannamead, Plymouth, Retired Contractor. May 31. 
Pearse, Piymouth 
Ww lam, Henfeld, Saseox, Millwright. April 20. Cripps, jun, 


Penzance, Cornwall, Mari } . 
Sale. a wall, ne Store Dealer, April 16 














Dilke, Charles Featherstone, Maxstoke Oastle, Warwick, Esq. May 1 
Hickman, Birmingham c 

Durant, John Kelland, North Tawton, Devon, Gent. May 1. Fulford 

are bg pie ‘s 
mberley, Ann, Broad st, St George in ths East, April 30. Jenni 
Leadenhall st . 4 mee 

Ennor, Thomas, St Agnes terrace, Victoria park, Builder, May 1, 
Blake and Snow, Coliege hill, Cann n st 

Faulkner, James, Midhurst, Sussex, Beer Rstailer, April 30, Jo%n- 
son and Son, Midhurst 

Fosdick, Jessie, Windmill st, Tottenham Court rd-Licensed Vic‘ ualler,. 
April 29. Tippetts and Co, Great St Thomas Apostle 

Foster, Elizabeth, Brook'ands, Cambridge. June 21. 
Knowles, Cambridge 

Gale, Anve, Hauxwell Hall, nr Bedale, York. 
Middieham 

— Thomas, Bowdon, Cheshire, Esq. May 25. Brightwell, Nor. 


wie) 
Greenwood, William Willans, Huddersfield, Wool Merchant. May 1, 
Sykes and Son, Huddersfield 
Hodgkinson, George Thomas, Sutton-in-Ashfield, Nottingham, Farmer. 
May 1. Handley and Radford, Mansfield 
Jackson, John, Birmingham, Commercial Traveller. April 30. Grif- 
fiths and Co, Birmingham 
Jennett, Ann, Upper Tulse Hill. May 31. Miller and Son, King st,. 


St James’ square 
Johnson, Goswell, Bromley common, Kent, Esq. April30. Arkeoib 
Postans and 


Eadens and 


May 30. Groves, 


and Oo, Tooley st, Southwark 

Lewis, John, Thames D.tton, Nurseryman, May 6, 
Landon, New Broad st 

Moss, Barnett, Keppell st, Russ3ll square, Timber Merchant. May 31, 
Henderson and Buckle, Fenchurch st 

Neil, James, Hamilton terrace, S- John’s Wood, Esq. June !. Herbert, 
Sackvil'e st 

Pritchett, Mary Ann, Folkestone. 
alls, King’s Bench walk, Temple 

Ratcliff, William, Burdett rd, Limehouse, Iron Founder, July 31, 
Rutter, King’s Bench walk, Temple 

Rigg, Elizabeth, Kendal, Westmorland, H.tter. April 20. Moser and 
Sons, Kendal 

Sargent, William, Milwich, Stefford, Farmer. April 15. 
Stafford 

Smeeton, Elizabeth, Woodhous3, Leeds. May 1, Snowdon, Leeds 

Smeeton, Eleanor, Woodhouse, Lceds. May 1. Snowdon, Leeds 

Taylor, Mary, Redcliffe gardens, South Kensington, April 27. Mason 
and Taylor, Furpival’s inn 

Utley, William, Wombwell, York, Colliery Manager. May 1. 
Nicholson and Co, Wath 

Wadley, Thomas Gough, Maisemore, Gloucester, Farmer. May I 
Bonnor, Gloucester 

Watts, Caroline, Plumstead, Baker. May 31. Buchanan and Rogers, 
Basinghall st 

Westrop, John King, Castle st, Falcon square, Commission Agent, 
May 15. Whites and Co, Budge row, Cannon st 


Bankrupts. 
Fripay, Mar. 29, s8/3. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 

Buckstone, John Baldwin, Haymarket, Theatrical Manager, Pet 
Mar 27. Spring-Rice. April 9 at 12 

Moore, Henry, Park walk, Chelsea, Coke Merchant, Pet Mat 26. 
Hazlitt, April 10 at 12.30 

Ravenscroft, Burton Clement, Furnival’s inn, Holborn, Pet Mar 2. 
Sp-ing-Ric2. April 9 at ll 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Arrowsmith, Daniel Arkwright, and William Morris, Plymouth, Coal 
Merchants. Pet Mar 27, Edmonds. East Stonehouse, April 18 ab 
12 

Brown, George, Forest Hill, Kent, Builder. Pet Mar 26, Pitt-Taylor. 
Greenwich, April 26 at 2 

Exley, Benjamin, jun, Shipley, York, Cab Proprietor. Pet Mar 25. 
Robinson. Bradford, April 12 at 9 

Grocock, William, Peterborough, Farmer. Pet Mar 26. Gaches. 
Peterborouh, April 8 at 11 

Harrison, George, Ponteland, Northumberland, Farmer. Pet Mar 27. 
Mortimer. Newcastle, April 11 at 2 


April 20. Johnson and Weather- 


Greatrex, 


eee pega Hastings, Gent. Pet Mar 26, Young. Hastings, 
i) 13 at | 
Hocking, Sophia, East Stonehouse, Devon, Shipowner. Pet Mar 2, 


Edmonds, East Stonehouse, April 18 at 12 

Reei, Henry, Wilson, Binfizld, Berks, Surgeon, Pet Mar 23, Darvill. 
Windsor, April 13 at 12 

Rumney, Alfred Jones, Bristol, Manchester Warechouseman. Pet Mar 
26. Harley. Bristo), April 26 at 2 / 

Wiilshire, Frederick George Albert, South Shields, Licensed Victualler. 
Pet Mar 26, Mortimer. Newcastle, April 11 at 2.50 


Toxspay, April 2, 1878, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registuar. 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Pickersgill, John, Ossett, York, Builder. Pet Mar 28. Nelson. Dews 
bury, April 18 at 3 
Price, Recs, and Rees Price, Jun, Cymmer, Glamorgan, Builders, Pet 
Mar 28, sett, Pontypridd, April 13 at 12 
Rees, Jane, Lianfyllin, Montgomery, lankeeper. Pet Mar 29, Talbot. 
Newtown, April 15 at 12,30 Sale 
Snape, John, Swinton, Lancashire, Baker, Pet Mar 30. Hulton. 
ford, Apri 17 at Il BS 
Storey, John Watson, Nowcastle-on-Tyne, Innkeeper. Pet Mar 9 
Mortimer, Newcastie, April 13 at 11 28 
Taylor, Eunice, Toxteth Parr, = Saveryetty Cowkeeper. Pot Mur 24. 
. Liverpool, at 1 
Trafford, William, Leek, Stafford, Silk Manufactarey, Pot Mar 
Mair, Macclesfield, April 13 at 11 
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BANKRUPTOIES ANNULLED. 
Farivar, Mar. 29, 1878. 


Beanland, Charles James, Bradford, Stuff Manufacturer. Mar 26 
Knight, Alfred Pilkington, Brixton hill, Coal Merchant, Mar 22 


Tunspay, April 2, 1878, 


Buck, Charles, Clerkenwell green, Jeweller. July 3 
‘May nard, Sameon, Gifford st, Caledorian rd, Cab Proprietor. Mar 29 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Faripay, Mar. 29, 1878, 


Archbold, a atson, Stockton-on-Tees. April10 at 11 at 145, 
Cheapside. t, Stockton-on-Tees 

Aumstrong, Tallentire Sydney, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Provision Mer- 
chent. April 9 at 3 at offices of MeAllum, — st west, New- 
esstie-upon-Tyne. Richardson, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Arnold, Samuel, Russia lane, Old Ford, Boot Manu'‘acturer. April 8 
at 3 at the Lord Napier Tavern, London fields, Hackney. Biggenden, 
Well st, Hackney 

Asbury, Charles, Hope, Flint, Boot Maker. April 10 at 11 at cffices 
of Tibbits and Sons, Old Post Office yard, Chester 

Atfield, James, jun, Pulborough, Sussex, Drover. April 13 at 2.45 at 
the Railway Hotel, Pulborough. Nye, Brighton 

Bannister, George, juv, Fast Retford, Nottingham, Corn Merchant. 
April 17 at 2 at the Sule Room, New Corn Exchange, Mark lane. 
Piews and Co, Mark lane 

Basford, Joseph, Nantwich, Cheshire, Provision Dealer. April 15 at 2 
at offizes of Lisle, Nantwich 

Berry, James Leworthy, Bideford, Devon, Basket Miker. April 12 at 
11 at offices of Thorne, Castle st, Barnstaple 

Bick, Maurice, Gloucester, Plumber. April 8 at 10 at offices of Smith 
Regent st, Cheltenham 

Blake, Frederick, Sheffield, Grocer. April 5 at 3 at offices of Webster, 
Hartshead, Sheffield 

Boultin, John, Burslem, Grocer. April 8 at 11 at the Copeland Arms, 
Inn, Stoke-upon-Trent. Ashmall, ay § - 

Bowers, Matthew. Rowley Regis, Stafford, Publican. April 10 at 11 
at 87, High st, Brierley hill. Homer 

Bradley,  homas, Liverpoo), Cotton Dea'er. April 16 at 2 at offices of 
Pemberton and Co, Harrington st, Liverpool i 

Brocksopp, Alfred, Clarence st, Old Kent rd, Cheesemonger. April 17 
at 3 at offices of Adams, Queen st place, Queen st 

Bory, Aaron Sharples, Blackburn, Cotton Spinner. April 9 at 2.70 at 
the Mitre Hotel, Cathedral yard, Manchester. Radcliffe, Black- 


burn 
Capstick, Willian, Sedgwick, Westmoreland, Farmer. April 16 at 11 
at offices of Watson, Highgate, Kendal 
Marke, William, Blackwell, Durham, Innkeeper. April 11 at 10.30 at 
6, Arden st, Darlington. Waistell 
Collins, William, Westdean, nr Chichester, Baker. April 17 at 3 at 
the Dolphin Hotel, Chichester. Janman, East Pallant, Chichester 
Cooper, William, Greatbridge, Stafford, Grocer. April 10 at 3 at offices 
of Fa'lows, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Cox, Henry, Oldswinford, Worcester, Blacksmith. April 8 at 11 at 
¢fices of Wall, Union chambers, Stourbridge 
Da'ziel, Hugh, Thornton Heath, Surrey, Journalist, April 1l at 3 at 
tflices of Fitch, Featherstone buildings, Holborn 
Darlow, Eli, jun, Walkley, York, Contractor. April 12 at 2 at offices 
of Wing and Co, Change alley, Sheffield. Machen 
Davidson, Peter Stewart, Slingsby, York, Farmer. April 11 at 10 at 
offces of Simpson, New Malton 
Davies, James, Tredeger, Mon, Grocer. April 11 at 1 at offices of James, 
High st, Merthyr Tydfil J 
Davies, Thomas, Hindley, Lancashire, Contractor. April 16 at 3 at 
the Wheat Sheaf Hotel, Fennel st, Manchester. Standing, Rochdale 
Deane, Robert Thomas, Thigh st, Hanwell, Chandler’s Shop Keeper. 
April 5 at 4at 37, Bedford row, Marshes 
Dive, Herbert fea Hastings, Cabinet Maker, April 9 at 11 at 
Offices of Mann, }|Robertson st, Hastings 
Donne!!, Robert, Liverpool, Provision Merchant. April 12 at 3 at offices 
of Yates »nd Co, Water st, Liverpool 
Drew, George, Albany rd, Camberwell, Leather Dresser. April 8 at 2 
at offices of Jones, Barnard’s inn, Holborn, Lee, Southampton 
buildings, Chancery lane 
Eden, James, Grove r¢, Holloway, Dairyman. April 5 at 2 at offices of 
ayaa Baira:d’s inn, Holborn. Lee, Southampton buildings, Chan- 
cery 


Bilis, Henry, New Shildon, Durham, Grocer. April 17 at 3 at offices 
of Barnes, North Bailey, Durham : 

Bliison, Cain, Eastburn Cross hille, nv Leeds, Tailor, April 17 at 
11,80 at offices of Berry, Market place, Huddersfield 

Eilwcod, Daniel, Malden crescent, Kentish Town, out of business. 
April to at 2 at offices of Bendle, Eastcheap 

Evene, Jchn Fi ulk, Aterilolwyn, Cardigan, Shipbuilder, April 9 at 
30 at the Midland Hotel, New st, Birmingham, Hughes and Sons, 

Absrystwith 


Getley, Henry, Birmingham, Beer Retailer. April 9 at 3 at offices of 
Jaques, Cherry st, Birmingham 
eye Richard, Upper Thames st, Coffee Merchant. April 5 at 2 at 
8, Old Jewry. Wilson and Co, Copthall buildings 
Grace, William Henry, Kingston-upon-Hull, Hosier. April 8 at 3 at 
offices of Sun mers, Manor st, eee -Hull 
Name, John Robert, Kingston-upon-Hull, Grocer. April 10 at 2 at 
(fiices of Laverack, County buildings, Land of Green Ginger 
, William, Great Dunmow, Essex, Grocer, April 15 at LI at offices 
ell, Great Dunmow 
Hare, Thomas, birmingham, Patentee, April 16 at 2 at offices of 
Ratcliff, Bennett's bill Btsninghams 
Bil, Francis, Bishop's Froome, Hereford, Innkeeper. April 8 at 1 at 
(fiices of Pidcoc k and Sone, Broad st, Bromya 
Hier, Thomas Clark, Widbrook, out of business. April 16 at 12 at 
(Mices of Foley and Sons, Manvers st, Trowbri 
Bislop, Edmun Charles, and Frederic Thomas Hislop, Gutter-lano, 


= Caan beat am April il at 12 at offices of Freeman, 





Hilton, William Henry, Leamington, Warw:ck, General Dealer. April 
11 at 11 at offices of East, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Hockenhull, Joseph, Nantwich, Cheshire, Shoe Manuficturer. April 
16 at 2 at offices of Lisle, Nantwich 
Horrobin, James Hardman, Bolton, Lancashire, Boot Maker. April 17 
at 3 at offices of Grundy, Oxford st, Bolton 
Howse, Edmund, Westbourne s9, Bayswater, Commission Agent. 
7 sy at3 atthe Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Young, New- 
gate s' 
Hudson, Owen, Conway, Carnarvon, Provision Dealer.. April 16 at 12 
at the Hop Pole Hotel, Chester. Hughes, Chester 
Hughes, Charlas, Newcast'e-under-Lyme, Newsagent. April 12 at 11 
at offices of Griffith, Lad lane, Newcastle-under-Lyme 
Hunter, Joseph, Liverpool, Draper. April 17 at 2.30 at offices of 
Goffey, Lord st, Live 1 
Ind, Francis, Tetbury, Gloucester, Cattle Dealer. April 10 at 4 at 
the George Hotel, Nailsworth. Jackson, Stroud 
Ingham, John, Leeds, o1t of business. April 10 at 11 at offices of Lake, 
uthgate, Wakefield 
James, Richard, Aberystwyth, Cardigan, Drap2r. April 10 at 11 at 
the Royal Hotel, Mosley st, Manchester. Williams, Aberystwyth 
Jarman, Eiward, Bridgewater, So nerset, Innke2per. April il at 11 
at offices of Chapman, High st, Bridgewa'er 
Johnson, Cornelius, Audnam, Staff ri, Glissmaker. April 8 at 10 at 
offices of Wall, Unior chambers, Stourbridge 
Johnson, Edward, Maxey, Northampton, Farmer. April 12 at 12 at 
offices of Brown and Co, Queen st, Peterborouch 
Jones, Benjamin, High st, Soke Newington, Cowkee;er. April II at 
3 at offiees of Watson and Co, Bouverie st, Fleet st 
Jones, John, Ironbridge, Salop, Licensed Victualler. April 12 at 11 at 
the Tontine Hotel, Ironbridge. Gatis, Wolverhampton 
Jones, Wiliiam,Cymner, near Pontypridd, Butcher. April 16 at 12 at 
offices of Thomas, Church st, Pontypridd 
Jose, Richard, Cheapside, Warehouseman. April 17 at 2 at the 
Cannon st Hotel, Cannon st. Grain, Great James st, Bedford row 
Latham, Samuel, Hulme, Provision Dealer. April 22 at 3 at the Fal- 
staff Hotel, Market place, Manchester. Harris, Manchester 
Leach, John Gaskell, Wigan, Lancashire, Licensed Victualler. April 
17 at 3 at Leach, Ridgefield, Manchester 
Ledger, Frederick, Kingston-upon-Hull, Grocer. April 10 at 12 at 
offices of Stead and Sibree, Bishop lane, Kingston-upon-Hull 
Little, Joho, Commercial rd East, China Dealer. April 8 at 11 at 
offices of Godf:ey, Gresham buildings, Guildhall 
Lounds, John, Bloxwich, Staffor.!, Contractor, April 12 at 12 at offices 
of Baker, Bridge st, Walsall 
Maggs, Edmund, Tunsbury, Somerset, Grocer. April 10 at 2 at offices 
of Salmon and H:nderson, Broad st, Bristol 
Maxted, William, Paddington st, Marylebone, Cheesemonger. April 
Lt allen at 4, Arthur st, Eust, London Bridge, Carter and Bell, 
cheap 
Metcalf, John, Manchester, Plumb2r. April 15 at 12 at the Flagstaff 
Hotel, Market placo, Manchester. Law, Manchester 
Milner, Simeon TLomas, Low Spennymoor, Durham, Pablican. April 
15 at 3 at offices of Marshall, Market place, Durham 
Morris, Richard, Plasmar, Glamorgan, Grocer. April 8 at ‘3 at offices 
of Tribe and Co, Temple st, Swansea. Cox, Swansea 
Mosely, Alfred, St. John st rd, Clerkenwell, Watch Manufacturer. 
April 8 at 4 at offices of Kisch and Co, Chancery lane 
Munns, James Randall, Canonbury sq, Islington, out of business. 
April 16 at 3 at offices of Rumney, Walbrook 
Murphy, Edward, Liverpool, Pou'try Dealer. April22at 3 at offices 
of Nordon and Mason, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Nash, Edward Char'es, Liverpool, Boot and Shoe Dealer. April 10 at 
3 at 1, South John st, Liverpool 
Neasham, Joseph, Headlam, Du: him, Joiner. April 9 at 11 at offices 
of Bowes and Hett, Conisciiffe rd, Darlington 
Neuburger, Neier, Watling st, Merchant. April 15 at 3 at offices cf 
Lee, Gresham buildings, Basinghall st 
Norman, William, Richmond rd, [South Kensington, Bot Maker. 
April 15 at 3 at offices of Smith, Great James st, Bedford row 
O’Gorman, Francis Josepd, Liverpco!l, Grocer, April 23 at 11 at offices 
of Connof, Ranelagh st, Liverpool. Nordon and Mason, Liverpool 
Owen, Noah, Broadninch, Devon, Ironmonger. April 9 at 12 at offices 
of Fewings, Queen st, Exeter. Borrow, Callomptoa 
Page, Joseph, Middlesborough, Dyer. April 6 at 11 at offices of 
Thompson, Northbrook buildings, Middiesborough 
Pargeter, John, Birmingham, Poulterer. April 10 at 12 ab offices of 
Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Parkinson, Robert, Manchester, Confectioner. April 12 at 3 at offices 
of Addlesbaw and Warburton, Norfolk st, Manchest2r 
Pidd, Charles, Nottingham, Journeyman Tailor. April 15 at? at offices 
of Lees, jun, Middle pavement, Nottingham 
Place, Thomas, Northampton row, Clerkenwell, Purveyor to the Ex- 
chequer Department, Somerset House. April 17 at 3 at offices of 
Baxter, Laurence Pountney hill, Cannon st 
William, Twickenham green, Builder, April 8 at 3 at offices of 
enner and Co, Gresham buildings. Stopher, Coleman s 
Pountney, Frederick James, Ely, Cambridge, Baker. April 11 at 12 
at offices of Rogers, Minster place, Ely 
Radcliffe, James, Huddersfield, Joiner. April 10 at 11 at offices of 
Craven and Sunderland, King st, Huddersfield 
Ransom, Thomas Robert, Bath, Upholsterer. April 10 at 11 at offices 
ot Petgrave and Hodgkinson, Harington place, Bath 
Ready, ane Patch, Great Grimsby, Sail Maker, April § at Il at the 
Yarboroug’ Hotel, Great Grimsby, Stephenson and Mountain 
Reed, Percival, Fleet st, Restauranteur, April 15at2 at the Guildhall 
vern, Gresham st. Oarr and Oo, Basinghall st 
Richardson, Henry, Gateshead, Flour Dealer. April 10 at 2 at offices 
of Wallace, Hutton chambers, Pilgrim st, Neweas' wie 
Richardeon, Robert Cooke, Boston, Lincoln, Farmer. 11 Wat i 
at offices of Peake and Co, Sleaford 
Rigby. Edward, Liverpool, Omnibus Proprietor. April 12 at 3 at offices 
aigh and Son, Water st, Liverpool 
Roalfe, John ee ee Kent, Saddler. April? at 
12,30 at offices of Ooplind, Edward st, Sheerness 
ey | William, Wednesbury, Licensed Victualler, i 13 at Liat 
the Globe Inn, Mount Pleasant, Bilston, Bowen, Bi 


Sandbach, Richard, Manchester, Leather Factor. April 11 at Sat offices 
anohester 


of Wood and Aikiason, Brazennose st, M 
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Schild, John, St Georze’s st, St Georze’s-in-t'1e-Eist, Baker. April 8 
at3 at offices of Dickinson and Co, Jewry st, Aldgate 

Sedgwick, George, Ravensthorpe, York, Provisioa Dsaler. April 16 
at 3at offices of Horner, Wood st, Wa‘afield 

Sharples, Thomas, Broomhill, Sheffield, Paperhanger. Aprilll at Sat 
offices of Best and Connor, Lower King st, Manchester 

Smedley, John, Nottingham, Wine Merchant. April 17 at 12 at olfices 
of Wyles, Low pavement, Nottingham ’ 

Smitb, John Dudley, Heeley, York, Shopkeaper. April 10 at 11 at 
Offices of Binney and Sons, Queen st, Sheffie'd 

Steele, Joseph, Madeley, Staffurd, Grocer. April 9 at 2atoffices of 
Warburton, Mill st, Crewe , 

Stocker, William Jeffry, Bolton, Draper. April 16 at 3 at the 
Thatched House Hotel, New Market place, Manchester. Brett and 
Craven, Manchester 3 

Street, John, Langford. Bedford, Market Gardener. April 17 at 12,39 
at the White Hart Hote!, Shefford. Mitchelland Webb, Bodford 

Stubbs, Joseph, Langley Moor, Durham, Shoemaker. April 5 at 11 at 
offices of Chambers, Sadler st, Durham ; 

Summerside, Thomas Henry, Derby, Lima Merchant. April 22 at 11 
at 18, Wardwick, Derby. Briggs, Derby 3 

Swann, William Thomas, Castle Gresley, Derby, Oabiaet Maker. 
April ll at 1 at offices of Dewesand Musson, Market st, Ashby-de- 
la-Zouch 

Swift, Sabina, Mirfield, York, Yarn Spinner, April 11 at 11 at officss 
of Milnes, New st, Huddersfield , 

Taylor, William, Stroud, Gloucest2r, Tailor. Aprill7 at3atoTices of 
Fisher, The Grange, Painswick 

Thomas, John, Lisnddanie'fab, Angels»y, Tailor. AprilSat2at the 
Liverpool Arms Hotel, Chester. Roberts, Bangor 

Tomlinson, Marmaduke, Moss Side, Manchester, Builder, April 17 at 

3 at effices of Simpson and Hockin, Mount st, Manchester 

Trent, Thomas, Calcott, Somerset, Beerhouse Keeper. April 9 at 11 
at offices of Chapman, High st, Bridgewater f 

Trippae, John, Samvel Trippas, Thomas Trippas, and William Trippas, 
Meleombe mews, Dorset sq, Livery Stable Keepers, April 15 at 2 at 
offices of Wright and Pilley, Bedford row 

Varney, Robert, Upper Hale, Sarrey, Builder. April 17 at 12 at offices 
of Knight and Ward, West st, Farnham L 

Voiee, Nicholas, Horley, Surrey, Horticultaral Bui'der. April 13 at 1 
at the Cannon st Hotel, Cannon st. Dabois, King st, Cheapside 

Walker, John, Workington, Cumberland, Printer. April 15 at 11 at 
6, Bridge st, Workington 

Warborton, John Goodal!, Bootle, Lancashire, Hater. Aprill2 at 3 
at offices of Green, Clayton aq, Live 

Ward, William, Kirkdale, Lancashire, Boot Maker. April 15 at 3 at 
Offices of Parkinson, Lord st, Liverpool 

Warman, Henry, Thetford, Norfolk, Ironmonyer. April 16 at 12 at 
a of Kent, St Antréw’s Hall Plain, Norwich. Harvay, Taet- 


for 

Wavish, James Samvel, Leytonstone, Essex, Ironmonger. April 8 at 
12 at offices of Anning, Cheapside 

West, John, Woodbury, Devon, Grocer. April 11 at 12 at offices of 
Fewings, Queen st, Exeter. Friend 

Wheeler, Thomas, Preston, Watchmaker. April 17 at 2 at the 
Shelley Arms Ho'el, Fishergate, Preston, Cunliffe and Watson, 


White, Samuel, Exeter, Bovtmaker. April 11 at 4 at the Castle Hotel, 
Castle st, Exeter. Friend 

Wiikinson, Richard, and John Wal'ate Love, South Shields, Bu ilders. 
April 10 at 10 at offices of Blair, King st, South Shields 

Williams, Edward, Evesham, Worcester, Hairdresser. April 19 at 3 
at offices of Pitt, The Avenue, Cross, Worees’er 

Wiliams, Joho, Wigan, Coach Builder. April 17 at 12 at the C larence 
Hotel, Manchester. Clift, Cheapside 

Williams, John Langford, Ty Ucha, Mold, Flint, Estate Avent, Ap ril 
16 at 2 at the Black Lion Hotel, Mold. Roper, Moid 

Torepay, April 2, 1878. 

Alexander, George, Eégware rd, Draper. April 17 at 3 at 111, Cheap- 
tide. Peckham and Co, Knightrider st, Doctors’ commons 

Anderson, John, South Shiel4s, Contractor. April 15 at 3 at offices of 
Purvis, Kirg s', South Shields 

Arm, Arihur, Birmingham, futcher. April 18 at 3 at offices of Row- 

Ashtoe, Charles: Bary, Lancashire, Tallon.” apell 

ar’ ary, Lancashire, . A 17 at 10 at offices of 

Beowcrott, Towr hail ‘qu re, Bolton wante 

Beléwin, Ebenezer, Liverpool, Butcher, April 15 at 12 at offices of 

> poe ngy rishi hg t £4, — - 
arritt red, jan, Stowmarket, Saffolk, Tailor. A; 26 at 11 at 
Offces of Gudgeon, Stowmarket. me 


Barton, Nathan, Newton-'e-Willows, Lancashire, Game Keeper. April 
17 at 3 at offices of Moore, Upper Bank st, Warrington ” 
Barwiek, John Wilkinson, Keighley, York, 8:dd'er. April 16 at 2 at 

of Weatherhead and Bur-, Devonshire st, Keighley 
Baulden, John, Tanbridze Wells, Kent, Builder, Apri! 16 at 11 at 
offices of Pannell, Gaildhal! chambers. Baall, Qaeen Victoria st 


Beach, Jeseph Edward, Hempstead, Gloucester, . Apri 
2 at offices of Haines, St John’s lane, Gloucester erect 
Bennett, Sarre uel James, Slford, Lancashire, out of business. April 17 
&t 11 at offices of Whitehead, Brown st, Manchester 
Kerrill, Henry, Pottom, B«dford, ler. April 15 at 12 at the Inns 
ues Veiga Pectetiad Pin Come, hadl office 
, Fergas, Sa arer, i 
Wright, Joho vt Sunderiand “ teary et parse 
Bigt: ry, Wolverhampton, Bei] Hanger. A 16 at office 
a Stratton and Radlnd, Queen st, Wonton re : 
Boorman, Joveph, Snotians, Kent, Grocer. April 12 at 12 at offices of 
Monckton asd Oo, King st, Maidstone 
—o yy Upper st, Islington, Bailder. April 12 at 2 at offices of 
( lewry 
, Altes, Kennington park rd, 8'one Mason. April 12 at 1 at 


DS - Bae Pul en, og mod 
ryt ip Wit — , a age 15 at 10.30 at offices 


Hamam, Ke ongh st, Be 
ee John, ond es Pan yey teen, Power Loom 
. Apri ro Hotel, 
ae A og badd Hel, Cathedral 





/ 


oO 
Le, 


Bridgeman, Edmund, Aston rd, Notiing hill, Oilman. Apri! 16 at 2a 
Offices of Collins, Furnival’s inn : t 

Brook, Thomas Walter Elisha, Earlsdon, nr Coventry, Watch Mann. 
en Me he 15 at 10.30 at offices of Hughes and Masser, Littis 
park st, Ooventry 

Brown, Henry James, Church row, Dalston, Baker. Aprilll at 9 at 
offices of Jones, Barnard’s inn, Holborn. Bassett, Barnard’s inn 

Brown, William, Wadhurst, Sussex, Farmer. April 12 at 12 at the 
Camden Hotel, Tunbridge Wells. Andrew and Cheale, Tunbridge 
Wells 

Browne, Thomas, Sunderland, Agent. April 15 at 12 at offices of Oliver 
and Co, John st, Sunderland 

Bryant, Henry Francis, Norfolk terrace, Bayswater, House Decorator, 
April 12 at 11 at offices of Walford, Court chambers, Marylebone ri, 
Waller, Maryleboze rd 

Bushby, Henry George, Hammersmith rd, Grocer. April 11 at 3 at 19 
Worship st, Finsbury. Fenton, Highgate * 

Butes, George, Richard st, Islington, Manufacturer of Ivory Goods, 
April 25 at 3 at offices of Holloway, Ball’s Pond rd, Islington, 
Cooper, Chancery lane 

Butler, John, Birmingham, Grocer. April 16 at 3 at offices of Taques, 
Cherry st, Birmingham 

Buttery, Henry, Cambridge, Gardener. April 15 at 12 at offices of Pegg 
and Turner, Bank buildings, Benet st, Cambridge 

Carter, Charles, Kidderminster, Hatter. April 10 at 3 at the Town. 
hall, Kidderminster. Talbot, Kidderminster é 

Caves, Joseph, Georgiana st, Camden Town, Wheelwright. April 9 at 
3 at the Masons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Basinghall st. Wood, 
Great George st, Westminster- 

Chalmers, James, and Frederick Botts, Middlesborough, Iron Me. 
chants, April 15 at 11.30 at offices of Belk and Parrington, Post 
Office chamber’, Marton rd, Middlesborough 

Child, William, Swindon, Wilts, Saddier. April 16 at 2 at. offices of 
Kinneir and Tombs, High st, Swindor 

Clegg, Abraham Chadwick, Bury, Lancashire, Grocer. 
offices of Anderton, Garden st, Bury 

Clemestra, Haughton, Barrow-in-Furness, Grocer. April 16 at2 atthe 
Imperial Hotel, Cornwallis st, Barrow-in-Furness.  Nalder and 
Sanders, Barrow in-Furness 

Copnall, Thomas, Ryde, I.W., Grocer. April 17 at 2 at 145, Cheapside, 
Ratcliffe, Ryde 

Cox, George Henry, Great Marlow, Bucks, Coach Builder, April 18 a 
2 at offices of Reader, Gray’s inn sq 

Craven, William, Wakefield, Builder. April 16 at 3 at the Forester’ 
Room, Crown court, Wakefield. Mander and Son, Crown cont, 
Wakefield 

Cross, Charles Wilson, Great Yarmouth, Butcher, April 16 at 12 at3, 
South Quay, Great Yarmouth. Worship and Rising 

Crossley, Joseph, Dewsbury, Harness Maker. April 17 at 3:at officesof 
Scholefield and Son, Wellington rd, Dewsbury 

Cry, John James, Syresham, Northampton, Wheelwright. April 15at 
11 at offices of Whitehorn, High st, Banbury 

Davies, Joseph, Chester, Plamber. April 12 at 12 at offices of Nordon 
and Maron, Bridge st row east, Chester 

Day, David, Gravesend, Tobacconist. April 20 at 4 at offices of Bushell 
and Co, Cullum st 

Denning, Cornelius, Moorfields, Gloucester, Match Manufacturer, 
April - at 12 at offices of Gwynn and Co, All Saints’ cout, 
Bristo 

Dennis, William, Brighton, Saddler. April 10 at 11 at offices of Gool- 
man, North st, Brighton 

Derbyshire, Patrick, Ilkes'on, Derby, out of business. April 15 at ll 
at offices of Stevenson, Weekday cross, Nottingham 

De Therry, Sanier, Union 1d, Clapham, General at, April loatll 
at offices of Waring, Borough High st, Southwar' 

Diggle, Robert, Hollinwood, Lancashire, Draper, April 17 at 3 at offlees 
of Law, Ridgefie'd, Manchester 

Dosser. Richard, Britlington Quay, York, Hosier. April 15 at 11 a 
the Black Lion Hotel, Biitlington. Harland, Bridlington 

Ferguson, John, Deritend, Birmingham, Fender Manufacturer. April 
12 at 1] at offices of Sargent and Son, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 

Field, William, Birmingham, Tin Plate Worker. April 23 at 3 @ 


April 15 at3 at 





ofSces of Rowlands ard Bagnal', Colmore row, Birmingham 
Ford, Robert, Hinton Parva, Wilts, Farmer. April 18 at 12 at the 
King’s Arms Hotel, Wood st, Swindon. Ormond, Swindon 
Fosbuary, William, Alton, Southampton, Bootmaker April 15 at 2 
at offices of Eve, Victoria rd, Aldershot 
Fowler, James, Great James st, Lisson grove, Provision Dealer. April 
15 at 11 at the Harcourt Arms, Harcourt st, Waller, wey” 
France, William, Stockton-on-Tees, Builder, April 15 at 11 at offices 
Harton and Bokover, High st, Stockton-on-Tees 
Gambier, Harry, Leather lane, Holborn, Ironnonger. April 23 at 3 
at offices of Horwceo4, Coleman st 
Gee, Stephen, Nitth buildings, Eldon st, Hatter, April 11 at 10a 
o%ices of Riggenden, North buildings, Eldon st 
Gifford, George, Woolwich, Kent, Linen Draper. April 16 at 2 # 
offices of Metcalf, Kinz st, Cheapsite 
Ginz, Jacob, St John’s rd, Hoxton, Baker. April 29at 3 at offices of 
Holloway, Bali’* Pond rd. Cooper, Chancery lan 
Gladwin, Frederick, Bridgend, Glamorgan, Clothier. April 17at4 @ 
offices of Parsons, High st, Bristol. Randa)l, Bridgend 
Gongh, Joseph, Bileton, Fishmonger. April 16 at 11 at the Globe Ios, 
Mount Pleasant, Bilston. Bowen, Bilston 
Granger, James, Netherton, Worcester, Broker, April 16 at 1) # 
of Jatkaon, High st, West Bromwich 
Green, Squire, Hyde, Cheshire, out of buviness, April 10 at @ at the 
Kirg’s Arms Hotel, Spring gardens, Manchester. Brooke 
Griffitns, Charles Wesley, Penarth, near Oardiff, Builder. April 19 
8 at offices of Tribe wnd Oo, Crockherbtown, Cardiff . 
Gri'ling, Robert Christopher, Leicester, Printer. April 17 ab % 
offices of Owsten and con, Friar lane, Leicester é 
Gronow, Wil'iam, her Ai Boot Manufacturer, April19at 1 
of aréh wty Pontypridd 
erat shiro, Paper Manufacturer. Apr 
6 Hall, Ulverston. Jackson P 
Jamey go Tobacconist. ‘April 16 af 3 at offices 
orton st, 
field, Sob hampton, Farmer, April 17 # 


n, Braunston Lodge, Nort 
3 at offices of Cromwell, Now st, Daventry 
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Harrison, Rokert, Sov chport, Lancashire, Painter. April 15 at 11 at 
Sa ers Wa Wore, 
art, Edmund, Lye Waste, Worces‘'er, Carter. April 16 at 12 at offi 

Bat valdron, High ot, Brierley Hl” P oa 

Harwood. William George, Burn'ey, Lancashire, Engitieer. April 18 
at 2 at Watson, Grimshawe st, Burnley 

Hattersley, Robert, Church Fenton, Yo k, Blacksmith. April 15 at 3 
at offices of Dale, Museum st, York 

Headley, Henry, and William Smith, Leicester, Boot Manufacturers. 
April 21 at 2 at offices of Hunter and Curtis, Halford st, Letcester 

Healey, Thomas, Fashion st, Whitechapel, Picture Frame Manu- 
Geiaie April 18 at 2at offices of Tillyard and Gribble, King st, 

ea’ 

Hebden, James, Pickering, York, Provision Merchant, April 17 at 2 
at offices of Walker, Pickering 

Henderson, John, Gilesgate, Durham, Brewer. April 16 at 3 at the 
Rose and Crown Hotel, Market place, Darhan. Chapman, 


. Durham 
Hill, John, Kidlington, Oxford, Carpenter, April 15 at 11 at offices of 
sistem, Png Oxford wee 4 i J 
Hillery, John, Leicester,no occupation. April 15 at 11 at offices of 
chr Ss eecntgl tg ma talento 7 
» Etienne, Sc Bride st, Ludgate circus, Importer of Foreign 
Goods. April23 at 11 at offices of Boyes and Onild’ Poultry. Jones, 
Mark Jane 
Hodgkinson, Pau), Sandbach, Cheshire, Wheelwright. April 16 at 11 
at the Royal Hotel, Nantwich rd, Crewe. Bygott, Sandbach 
» Frederick George, Sandgate, Kent, Lodging hous Ke3per. 
pril 17 at 3 at offices of Hunt, Church st, Folkestone 
Holloway, William Henry, Chatham, Licensed Victualler’s As istant. 
April 15 at 11 at 11, Ordnance terrace, Chatham. Wymond and 
iclosens Che hee Bo hampton, Tank 1 
0 » Charles, Southampton, Innkeeper, April J t 
Kiliby, Portland st, Sout :ampton : nip see eae 
Houghton, Henry, soy tay Durham, Baker. April 15 at 11 at 
‘offices of Prond, Market place, Bishop Auckland 
Howard, John, Birkenhead, Music. Seller. April 15 at 2 at offices of 
a Bas Birkenhead 
unt, John Thomas, Peterborough, Auctioneer. April 12 at 12 at 
offices of Gaches, Cathedral gateway, Peterborough ; ’ 
Huxtable, Thomas, B:iton Ferry. Glamcrgan, Boot Maker. April 11 
at 12 at offices of Charles, The Parade, Neath 
Isherwood, Luke, Rochdale, Yarn Dealer. April 15 at 3 at offices of 
Standring, King st, Rochdale 
Jackson, Henry, Ipswich, Stone Mason. April 17 at 2 at offices of 
Westhorp, Museum st, Ipswich 
- Jackson, John Henry, Stockton-on-Tees, Druggist. April 15 at 3 at 
_— of Bradley, High st, Stockton-on-Tees. Cadle, Stockton-on- 
Johnson, Robert Pan}, Russell st, Bermondsey, Fellmonger. Apri! 26 
z ee of Cha'lis and Co, Finsbury pavemsnt. t ew, Borough 
Jones, John, Rhosygi wern, Brecon, Farmer. April 16 at 1 at offices 
‘of Tribe and Co, Crockherbtown, Cardiff, ry al Pontypridd 
Jones, Richard, Handsworth, Stafford, Builder. April 25 at 2.30 at 
offices of Tyndall and Tyndall, Waterloo st, Birmingham 
Jordon, Naomi Julia, Windsor, Dealer in Brushes. April 20 at 2 at 
offices of Durant, Guildha'l chambers, Basinghall st 
Kenworthy, Charles, Carr, nr Dobeross, York, Woollen Spinner. April 
16 at 3 at offices of Bradbury, Townhall chambers, Ashton-under- 


ne 
King, James, Debenham, Suffolk, Grocer. April 24 at 12.30 at the 
Crown and Anchor Hotel, Westgate st, Ipswich 
Knight, John Thomas, Hartlepool, Wine Merchant. April 24 at 2 at 
the Raglan Hotel, West Hartlepool, Knight, Hartlepool 
Lane, David, Birmingham, Grocer, April 12 at 3 at offices of Duke, 
Temple row, Birmisgham 
Longbottom, Christopher, Bradford, Estite Agent. April 17 at 3 at 
i offices of Cater, Piece Hall yard, Bradford 
Maguire, James, Neweastle-upon-Tyne, Provision Merchant. April 
17 at 11 at offices of Keenlyside and Forster, St John’s chambers, 
Grainger st west, Newcastle-upon-Tyno 
Mansfield, Henry William, Oakley st, Lambeth, Perambulator Manu- 
_ facturer, April 17 at 2 at cftices of Wright, Chancery lane 
Marshall, Thomas, Frittenden, Kent, Bricklaver. April 13 at 19 at 
the New Inn, Sandling rd, Maidstune, Wymond and Norman, 
Chatham 
Mason, vemphs Rochdale, Ginger Beer Manufacturer. April llat3 at 
offices of Grundy and Co, Union st, Burv 
Massey, William, Skelton-in-Cleveland, York, Builder. April 8 at 3 
at oflices of Teale, Albert rd, Middlesborough 
McDermott, Martin, Bishop Awckland, Joweller. April 15 at 11 at 
offices of Proud, Market place, Bishop Auckland 
» Job, and Joseph Mills, Halesowen, Worces'er. Shovel Manu- 
a rer. April 15 at 3 at offices of Homfray and Holbertor, High 
Newbould, Joseph, Rothwell, York, Builder, April 12 at 3 at offices 
of Sapte and Burrell, Albion st, Leeds 
Nunn, Matthew, North Benflet, Essex, Blacksmith. April 20 at 1 at 
on Crown Inn, Rayleigh, Jones and Scarlett, Chelmsford 
Neal, James, Accrington, Horse Dealer, Ajril 16 at 8 at the Peel’s 
Arms, Whalley rd, Accrington. Whalley, Accrington 
Payne, Charles, Worthing, Boot Maker. ‘April 15 at 2 at offices of 
Por ands, Queen Victoria st. Verrall, Worthing 
kins, James, Birmingham, out of basiness. April 12 at 3 atoMeos 
Of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 
an eorge Aibert, and Edward Pho Ips, Birmingham, Builders, 
nA ril 11 at 12 at of ces of Ladbury, Newhall st, Birmirgham 
i George, Melincrythan, Glamorgan, Grccer. April ll attl 
at Offices of Davies, Alma ge Neath 
Pige, Robert, North Tiddonhiam, Norfolk, Farmer, April 13 at 12 at 
oftices of Emerson, Rampant Hor e st, Norwich 
rwman, Robert, Gid Carton, Norfolk, Liconvet Viotwallor, April 13 
— 10 at offices of Winter and Francis, St Giles st, Norwich 
a Thomas, New cross rd, Coal Dealer, April 25 at 2 at offees of 
han th and Go, Broad st, Cheapside 
‘ bone, Honry John, Stokesupen-Tront, ‘Tobaooonist. April 10 at 
&t the Royal Hotel, Birmingham, Ashmall, Hanley 





Richards, William, jan, Churchstoke, Montgomery, Innkeeper. Apr il 
17 at 12.30 at offices of Powell, Broad st, Newtown 
Robinson, Joseph, Loftus, York, Bailder. April 12 at 2 at offices of 
Jackson and Jackson, A’bert rd, Middlesborowzh 
Robinson, William, Myrtle st, Hoxton, Boot Manafacturer. April 15 
at 3 at the Masons’ Arms Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Basinghall st. 
Chalk, Moorgate st 
Sampson, John Parnell, Penzancs, Cornwall, Coal Merchant. April 16 
at 11 at offices of Trythall, Clarence st, Penzance 
Sarjant, Samuel Crusha, Kibworth beaachamp, Leicester, Clerk in 
Holy Orders. April 18 at 3 at offices of Owston and Dickinson, Friar 
lane, Leicester 
Shepherd, Mark, Greenwich, Kent, Sidd'er. April 15 at 3 at offices of 
Walker, King’s Arms yard, Moorga‘e st 
Sinclair, William Henry, Belgrave, Leicester, Bookseller. April 18 at 
3 at offices of Wright, Belvoir st, Leicester 
Smith, Edward, Bilstoa, St:fford, Grocer. April 13 at 11 at offices of 
Stratton and Rudland, Queen st, Wolverhampton 
Smith, Edward, Wall, Lichfield, Wheelwright. April 16 at 11 at offices 
of Glover, Park st, Walsall 
Smith, James, Handsworth, Warwick, C mtractor. April 12 at 11 at 
offices of Shakespeare, Church st, Oldbury 
Standley, Henry, Kettering, Northampton, Boot Manufacturer. April 
11 at 2.30 at the Stag and Pheasant Hote), Leicester. Rawlins and 
Son, Market Harborough 
Statham, Alfred Stephen, Enfield, Cierk toa Stock Broker. April 16 
at 3 at offices of Ccoper, Chancery lane 
Stow, William, Leeds, Builder. April 12 at tl at the Great Northern 
Ra'lway Station Hotel, Leeds. Rhodes, Bradford 
Swift, Lionel, and George Edon Dod, buige row, Cannon st, Engineers. 
April 15 at 12 at Anderton’s Hote!, Fleet st. Durbridge, Guildford 
Taylor, Henry, Kingston-upon-Hull, Ourn Factor. April 10 at 2 at 
offices of Kearsey and Co, Old Jewry 
Thomae, Benjamin, Nelson, Glamorgan, Butcher. April 12 at 11 at 
offices of Phillips, Canon st, Aberdare 
Thompson, Robert, ani William Thompson, Darlington, Biil Dis- 
counters. April 12 at ll at the Reading Room, Central buildiogs, 
Darlington. Wooler, Darlington 
Thompson, William Th mas, Bishopsgate st within, Lighterman. April 
11 at 3 at offices of Moss, Gracechurch st 
Thornton, James, Idle, York, Plumber. April 12 at 11 at offices of Lees 
and Co, Ivegate, Brid‘ord 
Thorp, Henry, Manchester, Smailware Manufacturer. April 16 at 
offices of Wood and Atkinson, Brazennose st, Manchester 
Trebilecck, Eliza Masterm:n, Devonport, Bootmaker. April 1S at 11 
at offices of Sm th and Benet, Morice sq, Devonport 
Urquhart, John, Widnes, Lancashire, Grocer. April 18 at 3 at the 
éntral Ho'e!, Widnes. Tremewen, Manchester 
Valle, Burton Henry, Nechells, Birntingham, Civil Engineer. Aprill3 
at 2.30 at the Hop Pole Hotel, Worcester. Duke, Birmingham 
Wake, John, Middlesbcrough, Tobacconist. April 11 at 11 at offices of 
Robson, Linthorpe rd, Middlesbo-ough 
Ward, George, Handsworth, York, Licensed Victaaller. April 15 atl! 
at offices of Binney and Sons, Queen st, Sheffield i 
Ward, Phebe, Thomas Ward, James Ward, and Fred:rick Ward, 
Handsworth Woodhouse, York, and George Pashley, Deby, Cattle 
Dealers. April 15 at 2 at the Rooms o! the Incorporated Law Society, 
Aldine court, High st, Sheffield. Clegg and Sons 
Waterfield, William Wright, Stamford, Linco'n, Butcher. April 15 at 
11) at offices of Law, St Mary’s place, Stamford : 
Webster, Henry Bentley, York, Earthenware Dealer. April 12at 11 
at offices of Crumbie, Stonegate, York 
Welton, Edmuad, sen, Norwich, Coachbuilder. April 15 at 12 at 
offices of Emerson, Rampant Horse st, Norwich 
Wheeler, George, Aylesbury, Cattle Dealer, April 15 at 2 at the Crowa 
Hotel, Aylesbury, Clarke, High Wycombe 
Widdowson, William, Attercliff2, Sheffield, Fellmonger. April lt at 
12 at the Cutlers’ hall, Church st, Sueffied. Tattershall 
Wilkinson, John, Sunderland, Shipowner. April 16 at 11 at oiices of 
Oliver and Co, Jchn st, Sunderland ; 
Williame, Thomas, Coedpreth, Denbigh, Grocer. April lsat 12 at 
offices of Moris, The Priory, Wrexham 
Wisbey, Ebenezer, Gloucester, Tailor, April 15 at3 at offices of 
Haines, St John’s lane, Gloucester 
Wisdom, John, Solihull, Warwick, Game Dealer. April 11 at 3 at 
offices of Fast, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Woodger, Atbert John, Minehead, Somerset, Grocer. April 15 at T2at 
offices of Milne and Co, Stephen's avenue, Bristol, Watkins, Alcombe 
Worboys, Joseph, Ledbury mews, Cab Proprietor. April 16 at 2 at 
offices of Hortin, Edgware rd, Hyde park 
Young, William Arthur, Poultry Market, Smithfield, Meat Salesman. 
April 15at2 at offices of Russell and Co, Cannon st. Helsham, 
Sherborne lane 
Zusman; Herman, Wolverhampton, Jeweller. April 15 at 11 at offices 
of Underhill, Darlington st, Wolverhautpton 


SCHWEITZER'S COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 

Guarantedd Pare Soluble Cocoa of ths Finest Qvality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. 

The Faculty pronounce it “the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
beverage for Breakfa:t, Luncheon, cr Sapper, and invaluable for 
Invalids aad Children.” 

Highly commended by the catira Medical Press. 

Being without sugar, spice, or other a@mixtute, it saits all palates, 
keeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of coceas 
THICKENED yet WRARRNEDW ith starch, &o,, and IN REALITY Citearee 
than such Mixtures, 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonfal te a Break- 
fast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny, 

CocoaTrwa A ha VANrine is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
Vanilla Chocolate, and may be taken when richer chooslate ts pro- 
h 


ted. 
In tin packets at la, 64,, 3a,, &c., by Chemists and Groovers. 
Charities on Special Perms F ahe Sole 
H. SCHWEITZB% & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 
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PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 
MR, G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 


57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, LONDON 
(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 
Has obtained Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent for his perfectly 
painless system of adapting | 
(Prize Medal, London and Paris) 
ARTIFICIAL TEETH sy ATMOSPHERIC PRESSURE. 
Pamphlet Gratis and Post-free. 


EDE AND SON 
ROBE MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
‘Co Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &c. 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS, 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY CLERGY GOWNS, &¢ 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
FURNISH ON THE NEW HIRE SYSTEM. 


Over; 30 wholesale houses to select goods from. 
THE GENERAL FURNISHING COMPANY. 


OFFICES—9, SOUTHAMPTON STREET, STRAND. 

The *‘New Hire System’ is quite distinct from anything yet at- 
tempted. Houses, apartments, offices, &c., can be furnished throughout 
without increased yearly expenditure. The public press directs the 
attention of merchants, traders, and those with fixed incomes to these 
advantages. Prospectus, with numerous press opinions, post-free. 











= 
LERICAL, MEDICAL, AND GENERAL LIFE 
ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 
13, St. James’s Square, London, 8.W. 
City Branch; Mansion House Buildings, E.C, 
FINANCIAL RESULTS, 
The Annual Income exceeds «6 «se «+ oF ce £279,000 
The Assurance Fund is over .. ee mai). 2 we e+ £2,107,000 
The New Policies in the last year were 544, assuring .. £308,115 
The New Annual Premiums were .. ee oe eo £9,692 
The Total Claims by Death paid, amount to .. e oo £3,736,794 
The Subsisting Assurances and Bonuses amount to oo £6,356,262 


DISTINCTIVE FEATURES, 
Credit of half the first five Annual Premiums allowed on whole-term 
Policies on healthy Lives not over 60 years of aze. 
Endowment Assurances granted, without Profits, payable at death 
or on attaining a specified age. 
Invalid Lives assured at rates proportioned to the risk, 
Claims paid thirty days after proof of death. 


BONUS. 

The Reversionary Bonus at the Quinquennial Division in January, 
1877 (amounting to £357,014), averaged 50 per cent., and the Cash 
Bonus 30 per cent., on the Premiums paid in the 5 years. 

The Next Division of Profits will take place in January, 1882, and 
Persons who effect New Policies before the end of June next will be 
entitled at that Division to one year’s additional share of Prefits over 


later Entrants, 
REPORT, 1877. 

The £3rd Annual Report just issued, and the Balance Sheets for the 
year ending June 30, 1877, as re ndered to the Board of Trade, can be 
obtained at either of the Society’s Offices, or of any of its Agents, 

GEORGE OCUTCLIFFE, Actuary AnD SECRETARY, 





COMMISSION. 
10 per cent. on the First Premiom, and 5 per cent. on Renewals, is 
allowed to Solicitors. The Commission will be continued to the person 


introducing the Assurance, without reference to the channel through . 


which the Premiums may be paid. 








New Edition, Now Ready, in 8vo, price 5s.,cloth, — 
ISPAUPERIZATION ; a Popular Treatise on 

: Poor-Law Evils and their Remedies. By J. R. Paetyman, 

M.A. Second Edition, revised and enlarged. 

London : Longmans & Co. 





Now Ready, Second Edition, price 14s., cloth. 
bow LAW of LANDLORD and TENANT. By 
HORACE SMITH, B.A., andT. SPOONER SODEN, M.A., Esqs., 
Barristers-at-Law. Second Edition, enlarged, with Forms, 
London: Davis & Son, 57, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C. 


W. PITCHER, Accountant, Auditor, and Land 
e Agent, 35, South John-street, Liverpool, desires particulars of 
good Estates, Residences, and Business Premises, on Sale or to be Let. 


R. T. B. NAPIER, Olifford’s-inn Prizeman, 

Scott Scholar, Gold Medallist, 1876, reads with Gentlemen for 

the Preliminary, Intermediate, and Final Solicitors’, ant for the Bar 
Examinations.—No. 1, Mitre-court-buildings, Temple, E.C. 


HE FINAL and INTERMEDIATE EXAMINA- 

TIONS.—A Barrister of many years’ experience prepares 

Candidates for the above. References to former pupils.—Address, X., 
care of Housekeeper, 60, Chancery-lane. 


COMMANDING PREMISES for an Advocate. 

Premium £1,200. A Solicitor has an opportunity of establishing 
8 lucrative criminai business inthe West-end. Annualrent may be met 
by letiiog the upper part of the house.—Apply to Mr. Brzat, 20, 
Regent-street, Waterloo-place. 

















| ey desirous of obtaining a Select and Superior 
Suite cf Offices, combining the best light and pleasantest view 
.in the City, should apply at once to C. W. Hooke, 24, Wormwood- 
street, Old Broad-street, E.C. 


53 PER CENT. DEBENTURES. 


NATIONAL MORTGAGE AND AGENCY COMPANY OF 
NEW ZEALAND, LIMITED. 
Tavstees—Charles Magniac, Esq., 3, Lombard-street, E.C. 
Archibald Orr Ewing, Esq., M.P., of Ballikinrain, N.3. 
-Castnman—Henry R. Grenfell, E:q., 27, Upper Tham’s-street, E.C. 
Bankers—Meesers, Smith, Payne, & Smiths ; 
Bank of Scotland. 

The Company RECEIVES MONEY on LOAN, for which it ISSUES 
Fp peoalabgpen physica. yoy | at 44 per _. os. 3 years, 5 per cent, 
or 5 years, a per cent. for 7 years, payable half-yearly by coupons 
which are attached to the Bonds. — sah esiiabeliiie 

¥u)l information and Application-Forms can be obtained at the O%ice 


of the Company. 
37, Lombard-street, London, E.O. J. W. LEONARD, Sec. 
ALKER’S CRYSTAL CASE WATCHES are 
superseding all others.—Prize Medals, London, 1862; Paris, 
1867. Gold from £16 15s.; Silver from £6 6s.—68, Cornhill; 230 
Regent-street ; "6, Strand. 

















UARDIAN FIRE AND LIFE OFFICE, 
11, Lombard-street, London, E.C. 
Established 1821, Subscribed Capital, Two Millions. 
DIRECTORS. 

Cuarnman—G. J. Shaw Lefevre, Esq., M.P. 

DeprutTy-Caainman—Richard M. Harvey, Esq. 
Henry Hulse Berens, Esq. Rt. Hon. John G. Hubbard, M.P, 
Henry Bonham-Carter, Esq. Frederick H. Janson, Esq. 
Charles Wm. Curtis, Esq. Beaumont W. Lubbock, Esq. 
Charles F, Devas, Esq. John B. Martin, Esq. 
Sir Walter R. Farquhar, Bart. Hy. John Normen, tq. 
Alban G. H. Gibbs, Esq. Augustus Prevost, Esq. 
James Goodson, Esq. William Steven, Esq. 
Archibald Hamilton, Esq. John G. Talbot, Esq., M.P. 
Thomson Hankey, Esq., M.P. Henry Vigne, Esq. 

Manaces OF Fist Derantment—F. J. Marsden. 
ActuARY 4ND SecreTARY—T. G. C. Browne. 


Share Capital at present paid up and invested ... £1,000,000 
Total Funds, about ... =... sw wee wee 2,961,000 
Total Annual Income upwards of ..,, ove ove £440,000 


N.B.—Fire Policies which expire at Lady-day should be renewed 
at the Head Office, or with the Agents, on or before the 9th of April. 


EVERSIONARY AND LIFE INTERESTS in 
Landed or Fanded Property or other Securities and ANNUITIES 
purchased, or Loans thereon granted, by the 
EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 
19, LANCASTER-PLACE, WATERLOO-BRIDGE, STRAND, 
Established 1835. Paid-up Capital, $480,000. 
If required Interest on Loans may be capitalized.- 
F. 8. CLAYTON, } Joint 
OC, H. CLAYTON, § Secretaries. 


i hdoes E AGRA BANK (LIMITED). 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000. 
HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON. 
Brancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agess 
Lahore, Shangh ai, Hong Kong, 

Current Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms ¢us- 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance does not fall below £100, 

Derosrrs received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz. :— 
At 5 per cent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of thdrawal. 
For shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be 
upon, 

Brixs issued at the current exchange ofthe day on any of the Branche$ 
of the Bank free of extra churge ; and approved bills purchased or seat 
for collection. ‘ 

faLes AND Puncwaseys effecte in British ani foreign cscnsition, 
East India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same 

en, 

Interest drawn and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realized 

Every other description of bankiag business and money agency, 
British and Indian transacted, J. THOMSON, Chairman. 
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VALUABLE FREEHOLD, COPYHOLD, and LEASEHOLD 
ESTATES 


ESSRS. ©. 0. & T. MOORE will SELL by 
L AUCTION, at the MART, on THURSDAY, APRIL Iith, at 
ONE for 1 WO o’c’ock, the under-mentioned Property. 

LIMEHOUSE.—The Freehold Business Premises, having back 
frontage to the river, being No. 78, Narrow-street, in occupation of 
Mr, Coxell, who holds upon lease about 18 months unexpired, but of 
the estimated value of £50. Vendor's Solicitors, Messrs. Peacock & 
Goddard, 3, South-square, Gray’s-inn. 

STEPNEY.—A seven-roomed Dwelling-house, with garden, 11, Wel- 
Jesley-street. Rental value, £26. ‘Term 46 years, Ground-rent, £4. 
Vendor's Solicitors, Messrs. Glynes, Son, & Church, 29, Mark-lane, E.C, 

Near EAST INDIA ROAD.—Four, six, and eight-roomed Dwelling- 
houses, 34, 36, 38, and 40, Dod-street, Stiinsby-road, let at £130. 

Term, 654 years, Ground-rent, £16 10s. Vendor's Solicitor, G. R. 
Dodd, Esq., 26, New Broad-street, E. 

8ST. GEORGE’S EAST.—A six-roomed Dwelling-house, 21, Berner- 
street, Commercial-road, let at £32 10s. Term 234 years. Ground-rent 

£2 5s. Vendor’s Solicitors, Messrs. Stones, Morris & Stone, 5, Finsbury- 
circus, E.C. 

RATCLIFF.—A twelve-roomed Copyhold Residence, No. 10, Stepney 
Caoseway. Let at £35 per annum, quit-rent 1d. per annum. Vendor's 
Solicitors, Messrs. Walker & Battiscombe, 16, Water-lane, E.0. 

On the MERCERS ESTATE.—A five-roomed Dwelling-house with 
yard, 21, Sutton-street, Commerciul-road, Let at £20, Term, 19} 
years. Ground-rent, £8. Vendor’s Solicitors, Messrs. Hare & Fell, 
19, Surrey-street, W.C, 

CANNING TOWN, £.—A corner Plot of Land, having frontages of 
70ft. to Stephenson-street, and 68ft. to Wellington-street, Also a 
Piot having frontages of 90ft. to Bidder-s'reet, 87ft. to road at side, and 
75ft. to Charlotte-street in rear. Vendor’s Solicitors, Messrs. Thos, 
Baddeley & Sons, 48, Lemanr-street, E. 

HALLSVILLE, near BARKING-ROAD, E.—A corner Plot of Land 
having 222ft. frontage to Clarkson-street and Burke-street, and a 
Plot of Land having 30't. frontage to Granville-street, close to above, 
Vendor's Solicitor, Edward Woodward, Esq., 2, Ingram-oourt, Fen- 
thurch-street, Z.C. 

BROMLEY.—A Corner House and Shop, 14, Whitethorn-stréet, 
Devons-road, let at £31 4s.; also two Outbuildings with Yard and 
Gateway, entrance let at £15 12s, Term 65 years. Ground 
rent £7. And a Ccrner House and Shop, 27, Blackthorn-street, let at 
£26. Term 65 years. Ground rent £5. Vendor's Solicitors, 
Messrs. Hanbury, Hutton, & Whitting, 34, New Broad-street, E.C. 

WESTMINSTER BRIDGE-ROAD.—An eleven-roomed residence, 
with front avd back gardens, 80, Westminster-bridge-road, opposite 
St. George’s Roman Catholic Cathedral. Annual value, £50. Term 
S¢4years. Ground-rent £10. Vendor's Solicitor, J. W. Marsh, Esq., 
Town-hall, Poplar, and 2, Fen-court, E.C. 

Perticulars of the Vendcrs’ Solicitors as above; at the Mart; and 
at the Auctioneers’ Offices, 144, Mile End-road, E. 


ABSOLUTE SALE BY ORDER OF TRUSTEES. 

Freehold Ground-Rents, amounting to £250 per anaum, ampl: 
secured upon 63 houses and a plot of land at Fulham, producing rac! 
rentals of over £1,700 per annum, offering to Trustees and others a 
safe and improving investment. y 

as. HARMAN & MATTHEWS are instructed 

to SELL, without reserve, by order of Trustees, by AUCTION, 
atthe MART, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on TUESDAY, APRIL 30th 

1878, at TWO o’clock precisely, a most compact and valuable estate of 

FREEHOLD GROUND-RENTS, amounting to £250 per annum, 

amply secured upon 63 houses, being Nos. 1 tu3l, and 49 to 61 (odd 

numbers inclusive), Coomer-road, and Nos. 1 to 33 (odd), and 4 to 44 

(even numbers inclusive), Estcourt-roid; also upon two residences 

known as St. John’s Villas, and a plot of land let on a building agree- 

ment for $9 years. The whole estate being most compactly situate. and 
known as St. John’s Estate, North End, Fulham. 
Particulars and conditions of sale may be obtained skortly of 
Messrs. G. F. HUDSON, MATTHEWS, & OCU., Solicitors, 23, 
Bucklersbury, E.C. ; 
at the Mart; or of the Auct'oneers, 35, Walbrook, E.C, 


Extensive and important Auction of Freehold Investments, appointed 
to take place at the MART, Tokenh yard, Lothbury, E.C., on 
FRIDAY, APRIL 26th, at TWv o’clock precisely. . 

R. ROBINS (of 5, Waterloo-place, Poll-Mall) will 
(& SELL, by AUCTION, as above, in Twelve Lots, the following 

FREEHOLD PROPERTIES and GROUND-RENTS, all situate at 

BRIXTON, SURREY, one of the most populous and rapidly advancing 

suburbs of the Metropolis, enjoying unequalled facilities of access by 

omnibus, two railway lines, and tramway :— 

In EFFRA-PARADE, Water-lane, Brixton, facing Dulwich-road.— 
A Freehold Ground-rent of £80 per annum, super-abundantly secured 
on tkat fine, fully-licensed, modern house, the Royal Oak Tavern; a 
capital Shop, adjoining the Reyal Oak, let at £50, worth £65; a 
smaller Shop adjoining, let at £38 10s.; and a Freehold Ground-rent 
of $16 per annum, with reversion in 17 years to Dem oat now pro- 
Gucing about £234 per annuwn, but more valuable asa future building site. 

In EFFRA-ROAD, opposite St. Matthew’s Church, Briaton.—Two 
excellent Freehold Residences, known as Effra-house and Goethe-house, 
both let to most responsible lessees, and producing £220 per annum. 
They stand in precwe nearly half an acre inextent. 

In the HIGH ROAD, Brixton, between the two railway stations, and 

to the Bon Marche, the very centre and focus of all the trade and 
traffic of Brixten.—Three sp!endid Shops and Dwelling-houses, let at 

‘Tents amounting to £465; also, close by, in Dorrell-place, a thorough- 

fare leading from the high road to Nursery-road, ten Shops acd 

-houses, producing £450 per annum ; and a fine, substantially- 
built e in Nursery-road, distinguished as Brixton Residences, 
atranged in (en sets of apartments or flats on the most approved 

‘system, and supplying a great public want in this locality. 

The whole of the above preperties are let on leases, with the excep- 
tion of The Residences, which forms a weebly coliection. The tvtal 


ren tal closely es £1,600 annum, 

Particulars Sines may be tad at the principal taverns at Brix- 
ton; of Messrs, TY & BAYLIFFE, Solicitors, 1 pepment-belld- 
ings, Gray’s-inn, W.C. ; at the Mart; and of Mr, ROBINS. 














> 


SLOUGH, BUCKS. 

A short distance from the station on th: Great Western Railway.—A 

very attractive Freeho'd Residential Property, known as Sunny- 
side, fronting the high road to London, comprising a pleasant villa 
residence, containing six bed room3, thre? sitting rooms, spacious 
billiard and drawing rooms recently added at the rear, conserva- 
tory, complete domestic offices; stabling, pleasure and kitchen gar- 
dens, Juxuriant orchard, glasshouses, &c. ; also a large and valaable 
plot of meadow land, having a return frontage of nearly 300 feet to 
the Uxbridge-road, with a good dwelling-house erected thereon. The 
property is altogether about 44 acres in extent, and presen’s an extra- 
ordinary opportunity for future development for building purposes; 
the land admits of ready division, and a Jarge profit may be thus 
ultimately secured by the purchaser. It will now be offzrei in one 
lot, with possession at the completion of the purchase, by order of the 
Trustees of the will of the late Lancelot @. Shadwell, Esq. 
(lot 2) a Plot of Arable Land, containing one acre, three roods, four 
poles, in the parish of Stoke Pogis, with a long frontage to the high 
road to Stoke, now in the occupation of H. F, Nash, Esq., or hi 
under-tenant. 

M R. ROBINS (of 5, Waterloo-place, Pall-mall) 

aV¥. will SELL the above FREEHOLD PROPERTIES by AUC- 

TION, at the MART, in Tokenhouse-yard, Lothbury, by tho Bank of 

England, on THURSDAY, MAY 9th, at ONE for TWO o’clock pre- 

cisely, in two lots, 

The premises may be viewed, and particulars and plans had thereat ; 


of 
W. H. DUNSTER, Esq., Solicitor, }, Henrietta-street, Cavendish- 
equare; 
at the Ma:t; and of Mr. ROBINS. 


ON WEDNESDAY AND THURSDAY NEXT.—SPITALFIELDS. 


Valuable Freehold Estates, covering a superficial area of about 73,000 
square feet, abutting on Commercial-street, and within seven 
minutes’ walk of the Broad-street Railway Stations, and producing 
a gross rental of about £4,500 per annum ; and being unencumbered 
by leases, eariy possession may be obtained if desired. 

R. ROBERT REID will SELL, at the MART, on 
WEDNESDAY and THURSDAY NEXT, 10th and lith APRIL, 
at ONE for TWO o’clock precisely each day, in 100 Lots, VALUABLE 
FREEHOLD ESTATES, comprising 122 Houses, a spacious Chapel, a 
Licensed Public-house, Ssabling, and Cuw-houses, as hereinatter 
mentioned. 
FIRST DAY, WEDNESDAY NEXT, APRIL 10th, 
?.—Nos. 2 to 21, inclusive, and 26 t» 29, inclusive, Shepherd-streets 
let at rents amounting to £824 173. per annum.—In 23 Lots. 
2.—Nos. 30, 31, and 32, Shepherd-street, anid 12 and 13, Freeman- 
street. Rental £169.—In 3 Lots, 
3.—The “ Duke of Wellington ” public-house, No. 33, Shepherd- 
street, at the corner of Butler-street, and ding C cial. 
street. Let toa yearly tenant at £60 per annum. 
4.—Nos. 2 to 13, Butler-street. Rental £367 1s.—In 12 Lots. 
5.—Nos. 4, 5, and 6, Tenter-street and No. 1, Butler-street. Rental 
£115 14s.—In 1 Lot. 
6.—Nos. 7 and 8, Teater-street. Rental £65.—In 2 Lots.’ 
7.—Nos. 1 to 11, inclusive, and 14to 24, inclusive, Freeman-street. 

Rental £796 3s.—In 22 Lots. 

SECOND DAY, THURSDAY NEXT, APRIL lIith. 
8.—Nos, 9, 10, 11, and 12, Tenter-street. Rental £93 12s.—Ina 4 Lots. 

pg 1 to 10, inclusive, Palmer-street. Rental £335 83.—Ia 10 
ts. 








10.—Nos. 13 to 16, inclusive, Tenter-street, No. 11, Palmer-street, 
and No. 16, Tilley-street, Rental £110 10s.—In 3 Lots. 

11.—Nos. 11, 12, and 13, White’s-row, and No. 37, Shepherd-street. 
Superficial area 2,320 square feet. Rental £154 14s.—In 1 Lot. 

12.—Nos, 34, 35, and 36, Shepherd-street, and No. 14, Batler-street. 
Surerficial area 2,090 squate feet. Rental £132 1!s,—In 1 Lot. 

13.—Nos. 15 and 16, Butler-street, and extensive stabling and wagon 
— in rear, Superficial area 1,730 square feet. Rental £73 16s.—In 

Ob. 

14.—Nos. 9 and 10, White’s-row, and extensive stabling and premises 
in the rear. Superficial area 1,640 square feet. Rental £85.—In 1 Lot. 

15,—A valuable property constructed for a Church, covering the im- 
portant superficial area of 6,509 square feet, and having frontages in 
White’s-row and Butler-street, with possession. 

16.—Valuable Manufacturing Premises, No. 8, White’s-row. Super- 
ficial area 1,770 square feet, with possession. 

17.—Nos. 6 and 7, White’s-row, with cow-houses, extensive stabling, 
and spacious standing for cart:, &c. Superficial area 3,600 square feet. 
Rental £129 17s.—In | Lot. 

18.—Nos, 17 to 20, inclusive, Butler-street. Rental £131 12s.—In 4 


19.—No. 5, White’s-row. Rental £79 19s. 
20.—Nos. 21 and 22, Butler-street, and Nos, 1, 2, 3, ani 4, Emery’s- 
place. Rental £149 2s.—In 1 Lot. 
21.—Nos, 2a, 3, and 4, White’s-row. Rental £152.—In 1 Lot. 
22.—Nos. | and 2, Shepherd’s-place. Rental £64 7s.—In 1 Lot. 
23.—Nos. la, 1, 2, and 3, Tenter-street. Rental £115 !s.—In 4 Lots, 
The houses may be viewed by permission of the respective tenants. 
Particulars may be obtained of a 
Messrs. HINE-HaYCOCK, & BRIDGMAN, Solicitors, 4, College- 
hill, Oannon-street, E.C. ; of 
Mr. VIRGOE BUCKLAND, Land Agent and Surveyor, 66, Cannon- 


street, E.C.; of 
Mr. BURN, Architect and Surveyor, 1, Doughty-street, W.C. ; 
at the sd E.C.; and of Mr..ROBERT REID, 48, Great Marlborough- 
atreet, W. 


ORTGAGES.— £80,000 for immediate investment 
insums of £500 and upwards, to be Advanced on Freeho.ds 
Leaseholds, Absolute and Contingent Reversions. Five per cent., 
interest ; on Landed Estates Four per cent.—Apply to Mr. Bean, 20, 
Regent-street, Waterloo-place, S.W. | 


[For Continuation of Sales, See Back Page. 
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LAW UNION FIRE AND LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY, 


ESTABLISHED IN THE YEAR 1854. 
The only Law Insurance Office in the United Kingdom which transacts both Fire and Life Insurance, 


Chief Office :—126, CHANCERY LAWE, LONDON, W.C, 


The Funds in Hand and Capital Subscribed amount to upwards of £1,500,000 Sterling, 


By express provision in the Company's Deed of Settlement, and by the Conditions of the Policies of the 
Company, the Capital and Funds of each Department are kept distinct, and under no circumstances can the Capital 
or Funds of one Department be applied to the payment of Losses or expenses incurred in the other Department. 


airman— , Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Goldsmith Building, Temple. 
Deputy-Chanma 0. PEMBERTON Bea (Lee and Pembertons). Solicitor, 44, Lincoln's Inn Fields, 


Extract from the Report of the Directors for the year ending 30th November, 1877. 


“In the Fire Department the number of new Insurances effected during the year was 6,042, for an aggregate 
amount of £5,501,438, and yielding £7,632 16s. 10d. in new Premiums, which is slightly in excess of the new 
business of the previous year.” 

“In the Life Department, during the same period, 363 Proposals were made for insuring £421,820, and 294 
Policies were completed, insuring £301,240, and yielding new Premiums to the amount of £10,751 16s. 4d, (of 
which £1,774 1s. 11d. were single Premiums), being an increase over the new business of the previous year of 
£74,065 in sums assured, and £1,813 8s. in Premiums.” 

“Seventeen Annuities were granted, the purchase-money for which amounted to £7,617 12s, 7d.” 

‘Tn their last Annual Report the Directors alluded to the circumstance of the claims in both Departments 
having been in excess of those of the previous year; there has been a considerable diminution in the amount of 
claims in both Departments in the year under review. In the Life Department they were £22,652 9s. 2d., and in 
the Fire Department, £4,124 2s. 10d., less than those in the previous year.” 

“‘ The gross Income of the Company for the year (exclusive of the sums received for Annuities) amounted to 
£132,783 63. 9d., which, added to the sum received for granting Annuities, makes a total receipt of £140,400 19s, 44.” 




















Every description of Fire and Life Insurance Business transacted. 

Whole World and Unconditional Policies granted at a slightly increased Premium. 

This description of Policy is simply an undertaking to pay the sum assured on the happening of the event on 
which it is payable, without any condition whatever, except the payment of the Annual Premium. 

To Mortgagees the advantages of such a Policy cannot be over-estim ated. 

Profits divided every five years. Next Division in 1879. 

All Policies effected on the “‘ With Profits Scale” before 30th November, 1878, will be entitled to two years 
share of Bonus at next division. 

The Company advances Money on Mortgage of Life Interests and Reversions, whether absolute or contingent, 


Prospectuses, Forms of Proposal, Reports of the Company’s progress, and every information will be forwarded 
postage free on application to the Secretary at the Head Office, or to any of the Agents of the Company. 
FRANK McGEDY, Actuary and Secretary. 
] DVERTISING.—C. H. MAY & CO., GENERAL 
PARTRIDGE & COOPER. | A ADVERTISING OFFICES, ” 
WHOLESALE AND RETAIL STATIONE RS, | 78, Gracechurch-street, London, B.C. Established 1846, 
7 | Advertisements received for insertion in all newspapers, &c. 
~ S sag eahdactedanipnatpediaies mcumaiasmea Estimates for General Advertising, Special and very favourable 
Carriage paid to the Country on Orders exceeding 2s. terms quoted tor 4 series. 
Daart Paren, 5s., 6s. 64., 7s. 64., 78. 94.,and 9s, 94. per ream. C. H. MAY & CO, also receive advertisements addressed to their 
Barer Parr, 15s. 64., 178, 6d., and 23s. 6d. per ream. off ces, without extra charge. 
c pais nd Mp Seat ens 18s. 6d. per ream. De - 
REAM: y 38, 4B0, . per ream. LONDON GAZETTE (published b thorit d LONDON 
Lares Cexam-taip Nore, 4s. 64., 62. 64., and $s. per ream, COUNTRY "ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 7 


Loses Bean Noes, ts. aes eee ores phy al sate No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 
Tar “ Texre” EB : $. 6 . per 100 : i 
Tas * te Bsymore, pareareany 8 oe per 1000. H ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs to 


%, 











Vetswxn Wove O1us-Hover Nore, 9s, 64. of his long experience of upwards of thirty years, in the special in- 
ream. Thisincomparable Paper has raised up a host of worthless | sertion of all pro forma notices, &c,, and hereby solicits shel continast 
imitations. Purchasers are particularly requested to observe that | sapport.—N.B. One eopy of advertisement only required, and the strictest 
Sorkee bears the fae-simile water-mark, ‘PARTRIDGE & | care and ptitude assured. Officially stamped forms for adverst'se 
— a R’S  SELO-WOVE CLUB-HUUSE PAPER,” withcut | ment file of “ London Gamtte” kept, By appointment. 


geonine. 
oe Tea. por elk nt At Machme-ruled, 26. $4. each, 268,rer| The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. 
roll 


om Fottownns, Raled, 2, 14. earch, 24s, per dozen 

‘see “ 7 Ser 14. enchy She. por dosen, Mibse Der | wey reausnte wider the above Acts supplied On the Wivrtect nettle 
Rucoaps om Mauontats, 64, each, 7s. 64. per dozen. 
, BOOKS and FORMS kept in’ stock f immediate o@ 

Teigers, Day Books, Cash Books, Lat'er or Minute Books. | wiwonANDA and ANTIOLES OF ASSUCIATION speedily 
0 Various bin dings. ip he Pepertorm for registration und distribution, SHARE CER 
M i fic , DEBENTURES, &c., ongraved and printed, OFFICIAL 
UCH TIME AND WORRY SAVED BEALS designed and executed, No eharge for sketches, Com 

EY SORTING YOUR PAPERS INTO Dsaics Feo Stamps Railway Kogistration Forms, 


STONE'S PATENT BOXES AND CABINETS Solicitors’ Account Books. ” 
“ Raccetingsy useful.” —“ Standars.” - 4 
- “a nial eS cor ae 00, 
HENRY STONE, MANUFACTURER & PATENT, BANBURY, | gesonors, Printers, ‘ “"Amonta, e., 40, Fost 
; r London, HL, ora of or ina). 
and other Stamped and Filed. 




















direct the attention of the Legal Profession to the advantages * 
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